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Thurjday^  yi  Maj^  1792. 

JVlR.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  which 
was,,  that  the  bill  for  the  encouragement  of  the  growth  of  tim- 
ber, for  the  naval  fervice,  in  the  New  Foreft,  in  the  county  of 
Southampton,  be  conmiitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  there  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  any  par- 
ticular urgency,  that  made  it  neceflary  that  the  bill  Ihould  pafs 
this  feffion,  and  therefore  he  thought  it  better  to  wait  till  they 
had  received  all  the  reports  that  were  to  come  from  the  Com- 
mittee, and  taken  the  whole  into  confideration,  previous  to 
the  Houfe  coming  to  a  vote  upoft  it.  There  were  in  the  pr«- 
fcnt  bill,  fcvcral  matters  that  appeared  to  him  to  be  exceeding- 
ly objeAionable  ;  in  particular,  the  ch^inging  copyholds,  and 
even  Icafeholds,  into  freeholds.    The  right  honourable  gen- 
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tletnan,  ■vifhen  he  firft  opened  the  bill,  had  done  it  rather  llighN 
ly,  and  had  not  faid  a  word  in  explanation  of  various  import^ 
ant  confiderations  to  which  the  pruvifions  of  the  bill  referred. 
Upon  the  whole,  he,  for  one,  did  not  by  any  means  approve 
of  the  fyftem,  with  refpeS  to  the  Crown  lands  and  forefts,  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  adopted  ;  and  he  repeated  * 
It,  that  he  faw  no  urgency  for  the  bill's  pafling^his  feflion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  when  he  had  introduced  the 
,  bill,  he  had  fully  opened  the  nature  and  extent  of  it,  but  tliat 
the  Houfe  were  in  pofTeflioii  of  what  muft  have  given  to  thofe 
who  willied  to  underftand  the  fubje«5l  of  the  bill,  much  more 
fatisfadlory  information  than  any  opening  of  hh  could  do,  viz. 
ihe  Reports  of  the  Committee  then  upon  their  table.  He  dat- 
ed, that  the  New  Foreft,  from  its  fituation,  lay  moft  conve- 
nient for  the  tranfport  of  timber  for  the  ufe  of  the  navy  either 
to  Portfmouth  pr  Plymouth.  That  it  had  been  found  to  be  m 
fuch  a  condition,  that  if  proper  care  was  not  immediately  taken> 
no  timber  fit  for  the  public  fervice  could  be  produced  there  for 
many  years ;  that,  on  the  contrary,  under  the  provifions  of  the 
bill,  a  confiderable  quantity  might  be  yielded  in  a  few  years. 
He  fummarily  mentioned  the  objeft  of  the  feveral  claufes,  and 
fhewed  that  they  were,  with  great  pains,  and,  he  trufted,  with 
fome  fuccefs,  adapted  fo  the  nature  and  circumftances  of  the 
cafe.  He  explained  upon  what  principle  it  was  that  the  copyr 
holds  were  to  be  converted  into  freeholds  ;  ftated  the  whole 
doflrine  of  eftovers  ;  and  faid,  the  property  of  the  Crowa 
would  hot  be  injured  by  the  bill,  but,  on  the  contrary,  would 
be  very  confiderably  improved,  and  the  New  Foreft  be  render- 
ed pi'odudlrve  of  revenue  in  an  eminent  degree,  which  would  be 
applicable  to  the  public  fervice. 

Lord  SHEFFIELD  faid,  it  had  been  his  opinion,  that  the 
beft  means  of  rendering  the  Foreft  lands  advantageous  to  the 
Public,  wou\d  be  by  making  them  private  property,  not  merely 
for  the  fake  of  the  money  for  which  they  Ihould  fell,  and  the 
cxpence  that  would  beJaved,  but  becaufe  the  lands  would  be- 
come, in  private  hands,  infinitely  more  produSive.  Since  he 
had  conlidered  the  fubjcS  more  fully,  he  wa^difpofcd  to  think 
it  might  be  advifeable  to  keep  the  forefts  in  the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  that  is,  if  they  are  to  be  regulated  entirely  for  the 
growth  of  timber  5  the  great  diftancc  of  the  profit,  the  want  of 
3 


A*  tfgi.  DEBATES.  j 

cofftpetifioil  for  lirgtf  timber,  and  the  conftqticnt  inadequate 
pricCi  difcouragcd  individuals  from  fufFcring  trees  to  grow  to 
that  fiie,  'v^hich  was  neccflkry  for  our  great  (hips ;  and  he 
thotighf  he  Itiight  venture  to  fay,  that  in  a  fhort  time  there 
would  be  no  large  timber  in  the  country,  exccpti  perhaps,  in 
Ac  parks  of  men  of  fortune,  or  in  f  orefts.  The  eleventh  Re- 
port of  the  Conunifltoners  is  well  worth  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe,  and  is  very  fatisfaftory  on  this  fubjcft.  He  ti.cn  faid, 
that  he  wiflied  the  bill  had  no  other  objeft  but  the  encourage* 
ment  of  the  growth  of  timber.  He  hoped  that  part  of  it  which 
allots  fo  coniiderable  a  number  of  acres  for  deer,  the  greateft 
enemies  of  trees,  would  be  given  up.  The  Royal  Family 
could  derive  little  or  no  fatisfa£tion  from  the  intended  Park,  at 
fuch  a  diftance ;  befides  the  lofs  of  the  land,  it  woulJ  be  a 
fource  of  expence,  and  could  anfwer  no  purpofe  but  to  furnifli 
pcrquifites  and  occafion  abufe.  He  obferved,  that  the  fyAem 
of  inclofing  land  for  the  growth  of  timber,  and  then  laying  it 
open,  was  abfurd ;  when  opened,  there  was  an  end  to  all  fuc« 
ceflibn  of  young  trees.  He  faid,  the  foreft,  under  fuch  regu* 
lations,'  would  not  produce  fo  much  timber  as  half  the  quan- 
tity of  iand  regulated  as  were  the  woods  of  individuals.  It 
would  be  better  to  allot  the  lands  lead  favourable  to  the  growth 
of  timber  to  thofe  who  had  claims,  in  lieu  of  all  rights,  and  to 
inclofe  the  reft  for  ever.  He  hoped  there  was  an  intention  to 
bring  forward  a  general  bill  for  the  encouragement  of  the 
growth  of  timber,  and  that  fome  of  the  principles  of  the  pre- 
fent  bill  would  be  adopted,  particularly  that  part  which  enfran- 
chifes  copyholds  ftom  all  thofe  mifchievous  manerial  rights 
which  check  improvements.  He  faid,  he  refided  in  that  part 
of  the  kingdom  where  oak  timber'  is  fuppofed  to  grow  the  bcft ; 
that  paffing  through  the  country,  the  copyhold  lands  were  im- 
liiediately  diftinguifhable  by  their  nakednefs ;  for  that  no  copy- 
holder would  fuffcr  a  tree  to  grow  till  it  became  timber,  and  to 
encumber  the  land  for  the  benefit  of  the  Lord.  He  knew  the 
extent  of  the  mifchief,  and  that  it  was  great ;  and  therefore,  if 
fome  more  proper  perfon  did  not,  he  ihould,  another  feffion, 
propofe  to  the  Houfe  a  bill  for  the  enfranchifement  of  all  copy- 
hold lands  in  refpeft  to  timber,  for  an  adequate  compenfation ; 
and  alfo  to  free  them,  as  the  prefent  bill  propofcs,  from  heriots, 
reliefs,  and  fines,  at  the  will  of  the  Lord,  thofe  difgufting  rc^ 
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mains  of  the  worft  kind  of  feudal  rights,  which  arc  of  little  be- 
nefit  to  the  Lords  of  Manors,  and  are  oppreflive  and  mifchiev- 
ous  in  a  great  degree.  He  fhould  not  propofe  to  take  away 
any  rights  that  were  neceflary  to  the  amufement  of  the  owners 
of  the  manors.  He  only  wiflied  that  copyholds  might-be  timber 
free,  and  that  heriots  and  arbitrary  fines  might  be  compenfated  ; 
one  checked  improvement  in  the  breed  of  cattle,  and  the  other 
in  refpeft  to  buildings  and  agriculture.  He  added,  nothing 
could  be  more  odious  than  the  cuftom  of  the  bailiffs  of  the 
Lords  of  Manors  hcfvering  round  the  houfe  of  a  perfon  on  his 
death-bed,  and  the  moment  that  the  family  is  in  the  greateft 
diftrefs,  rufhing  in  to  feize  the  bed  cattle,  or  beft  furniture ; 
and  if  they  do  not  find  enough  to  their  mind,  feizing  favourite 
dogs.  He  concluded  by  faying,  we  had  better  part  with  fuch 
unworthy  and  unneceffary  privileges  for  a  valuable  compen- 
fation,  than  wait  till  they  have  been  wrefted  from  us  with  all 
the  violence  that  has  been  experienced  in  a  neighbouring  king- 
dom. 

Mr.  FOX  ftill  thought,  that  it  made  no  manner  of  differ- 
ence, whether  the  bill  pafTed  this  feffion,  or  a  feflion  or  two 
hence,  at  leaft  that  part  of  it  which  related  to  the  converfion 
of  copyholds  and  leafeholds  into  freeholds. 

Sir  JOHN  CALL  gave  feme  reafons  in  fupport  of  the  bill, 
theneceflity  of  which  he  ftrcnuoufly  urged. 

After  farther  debate,  the  bill  paiTed  through  the  Committee, 
and  was  ordered  to  be  reported  this  day.  ^ 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HAMMET  moved,  "  That  the  report . 
"  of  the  Committee  on  the  bill  for  making  the  eftates  of  bank- 
*'  ers  and  other  traders  fubjeS  tp  the  payment  of  their  debts 
*'  after  their  deceafe,  be  taken  into  confideration  on  Tuefdajr 
«  next." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  that  this  bill  was 
-of  an  extraordinary  nature,  and  he  was  convinced  would  be  of 
fo  dangerous  a  tendency,  that  he  fhould  move  that  the  farther 
confideration  fhould  be  poflponed  to  this  day  three  months.  He 
faid  that  gentlemen,  when  they  allowed  it  to  be  proceeded  in, 
were  not  aware  what  fort  of  a  bill  it -was.  If  allowed  to  pafs, , 
there  would  be  an  end  at  once  to  all  the  diflinclion  which  the 
law  made  between  fimple  contraft  debts,  and  debts  fpecially. 
If  a  banker  had  an  eflate  of  io,oool.  a  year,  fome  unthinking 
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perfons  mighty  if  this  bill  pafled,  think  they  had  this  eftate  as 
a  fecurity  for  the  money  they  (hould  depofit,  when  the  next 
hour  this  edate  might  be  mortgaged  to  the  amount  of  9000I.  a 
year  or  more,  fo  that  in  faft  this  would  be  no  fecurity  what- 
ever, but  be  a  lure  and  falfe  fecurity  of  bankers  to  the  dcftruc- 
tion  of  the  property  of  unwary  perfons.  The  proper,  and  the 
only  fair  way  by  which  bankers  could  be  eftimated,  and  the 
fafety  of  dealing  with  them  be  depended  upon,  was  from  the 
candour  and  probity  of  their  tranfadions,  and  the  e(labli(hcd 
reputation  and  folvency  of  their  houfc  as  bankers,  not  the  amount 
of  their  real  eftate.  He  complimented  bankers  in  the  metro- 
polis in  general  on  their  charader,  but  lamented  the  late  in- 
creafe  of  them  fo  much  over  different  parts  of  tly:  country.  It 
was  baldly  poflible  to  go  into  a  country  village  now,  where 
the  Red  Lion  was  not  on  one  fide,  and  a  banker's  (liop  on  the 
other.  He  faid,  that  this  bill  was  much  too  loofely  wordgd— 
Bankers  and  other  traders  thus  could  not  be  defined ;  it  required 
at  leaft  the  fummer  to  confider  how  a  bill  that  might  fo  mate- 
rially afFeft  trade,  Ihould  be  framed.  He,  therefore,  moved, 
That  inftead  of  the  words  **  Tucfday  next,"  be  inferted  the 
words  "  this  day  three  months." 

Mr.  DRAKE  faid,  he  had  been  inclined  on  firft  hearing  of 
the  bill  to  wifh  well  to  it,  and  he  believed  he  had  fignified  his 
intention  of  giving  it  his  fupport.     But  in  confequence  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman, 
he  rofe  to  confefs  his  penitence  and  make  his  retradation.  He 
conceived  the  Houfe  to  have  been  much  indebted  to  the  honour- 
able and  learned  gentleman  for  having  opened  their  eyes  to  the 
danger  of  the  bill,    and  he  trufted  that  they  (hould  in  future 
have  the  benefit  of  that  honourable  gentleman's  abilities,   and 
that  he  would  faithfully  difcharge  that  moft  effcn^ial  duty  of  at- 
tending to  the   bills  that  were  introduced  into  that  Houfe, 
watching  their  conrtruftion,  correcting  what  was  erroneous  in 
them,  and  preventing  them  from  paffing  with  that  ihamcful 
inaccuracy  that  characterized  too  many  of  their  bills,  and  dif- 
graced  their  ftatute  books.     Mr.  Drake  declared  he  fhould  vote 
for  the  amendment. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HAMMET  defended  his  bill,  and 
endeavoured  to  prevail  on  the  Houfe  to  futfer  it  to  wait  for  de- 
cifion  till  another  day.     He  pointed  oiit  the  difference  between 
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bankers  and  private  gentlemen,  the  latter  having  no  concern  itl 
trade,  and  the  former  being  avowedly  traders.  He  faid,  he 
had  not  prefumed  to  introduce  the  bill,  withour  having  con- 
fulted  legal  authorities.  He  had  conferred  with  the  firft  legal 
authority  on  the  fubjeft,  and  he  concurred  with  him  as  to  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  although  he  ftatcd,  fome  caution  as  necef- 
fary  to  be  attended  to  refpefting  its  detail  and  provifions. — 
Having  Lord  Kenyon's  fandion,  as  far  as  it  went  he  had  flat- 
tered himfelf  his  bill  was  to  that  degree  unexceptionable,  that 
It  would  only  require  amendment  in  the  Committee  to  render 
it  proper  to  pafs.  He  reminded  the  Houfe  that  a  bill  on  a 
fimilar  fubjefl  had  formerly  paffed  that  Houfe,  and  Wai  loft 
in  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  He  faid,  he  had  a  copy  of  that  and 
alfo  a  copy  of  another  bill,  which  had  been  introduced  prior  to 
that,  made  out  by  Mr.  Benfon  ;  that  they  contained  claufe* 
which  he  deemed  improper,  and  had  therefore  not  introduced 
tlicm  in  his  bill,  but  he  mentioned  them  to  convince  the  Houfe, 
that  it  was  not  a  new  idea  on  which  he  had  proceeded.  Sir 
Benjamin  prcflcd  the  Houfe  extremely  to  entertain  the  bill, 
and  hoped,  that  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman, 
when  he  had  more  time  to  refleft  on  it,  would  be  reconciled  to 
it.  He  reprobated  the  idea  of  a  bankfer  refortingto  theftatutc 
of  limitations,  declaring  that  it  was  rmpoflible  almoft  to  ima- 
gine that  any  man  in  the  profeffion,  who  expefted  to  preferve 
any  degree  of  credit,  would  refufe  to  pay  a  bill,  be  the  time 
it  which  it  was  dated  what  it  might.  He  mentioned.'  the  cafe 
he  had  formerly  dated  of  a  banker  having  purchafed  a  large 
eftate,  and  his  partner  taking  alarm  at  it,  and  having  withdrawn: 
his  money  from  the  firm,  thus  by  an  early  act  of  prudence  ob- 
tained a  full  payment  of  the  demands  of  the  creditors.  Since 
the  bill  had  been  under  difculfion,  he  faid,  a  very  honed  and 
worthy  man  in  the  profelTion  had  died,  and  had  previoufly 
given  his  note  for  a  very  large  fum  to  a  cuftomer.  Upon  his 
death  his  perfonal  eftate  had  been  found  inadequate  to  the  dif- 
charge  oi  his  debts,  and  his  widow  to  this  day  refufed  to  give 
up  the  landed  eftate  to  the  greateft  creditor. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL,  in  reply,  took  notice 
of  what  had  fallen  from  Sir  Benjamin  Hammet,  and  expreffed 
fome  degree  of  furprife  at  his  having  ftated,  that  he  had  con- 
fulted  a  legal  authority  of  fuch  eminence  and  deferved  refpeft. 
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a$  he  had  quoted.    He  declaredi  it  was  the  more  extraordinary 
that  fuch  an  authority  ihould  have  fignified  any  thing  like  an 
approbation  of  the  bill,    when  in  point  of  SslGL,  there  was 
fcarcely  a  man  in  Weftminfter  Hall  who  had  not  reprobated 
thei>ill  as  dangerous  to  a  degree,  and  blamed  him  perfonally 
for  not  having  refifted  it  in  the  firft  indance.     The  worthy  Al- 
derman feemed  to  limit  his  defence  of  the  bill  folely  to  bankers 
and  traders,  whereas,  if  the  principle  were  admitted  with  re« 
fpcft  to  them,    it  muft  neceiTarily  extend  to  every  de(cription 
of  men.     There  was  not  one  gentleman  in  that  Houfe,    who 
as  far  as  money  concerns  went,   was  not  occafionally  a  mer- 
chant.    They  all  at  times  drew  bills  of  Exchange,  accepted 
bills,  and  paifed  them,  and  therefore  what  referred  to  a  greater 
fccurity  from  bankers,  might  refer  to  them.     With  regard  to 
what  Sir  Benjamin  had  faid,    of  the  private  eftates  of  bankers  * 
being  an  additional  fecurity  to  their  creditors,   they  all  knew 
that  no  man  who  kept  money  at  a  banker's  thought  of  afking 
the  banker  to  (hew  him  his  private  deeds,  Or  the  writings  of 
his  eftate.     Tbey  reded  their  fecurity  on  other  confiderations, 
on  the  known  honour  of  the  Houfe,  and  on  the  edablilhed  cre- 
dit of  the  banking  Khop.     Bankers,  the  Attorney  General  faid, 
were  but  as  a  handful  of  men,   one  of  the  number  of  thofc 
who  were  fubjedl  to  the  bankrupt  laws.     They  were  but  few 
compared  to  other  traders,  though  of  hte,  he  owned,  they  had 
iocreafcd  much  more  than  he  could  have  wilhed.    The  quedion 
was  then  put,  and  the  amendment  carried. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  the  Houfe  to  re- 
folvc  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Wedminder  Police  bill, 
the  Speaker  left  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Minchin  took  his  feat  at 
the  table. 

Mr.  BAKER  began  by  a  preliminary  objeftion  to  the  bill, 
on  the  ground  of  the  additional  patronage  it  would  give  the 
Crown,  and  contended,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to 
appoint  fit  perfons  to  difcharge  the  office  of  Judices  of  the 
Peace  for  Wedminder  and  the  didrids  to  which  the  bill  ex- 
tended. 

Mr.  BURTON  entered  into  a  full  judification  of  the  bill, 
the  objeft  of  which,  he  faid,  was  to  provide  a  fet  of  gentle- 
men of  charadler  and  abilities,  to  take  upon  themfelves  the  of- 
fice of  Magidracy,    and  to  be  paid  for  their  trouble  by  fixed 
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and  known  falaries. .  He  ftated,'  that  all  Juftices  of  the  Peace, 
throughout  the  kingdom,  were  in  faft  at  prefent  appointed  by 
the  Crown,  ahhough  it  was  ufual  tp  compliment  the  Lord 
Lieutenants  of  counties  with  paying  attention  to  their  recom- 
mendation. It  was,  hefaid,  well  known,  that  it  was  difficult 
to  get  fit  perfons  to  aft  as  Juftices  in  Weftminfter  audits  envi- 
rons, and  that  thence  arofe  the  number  of  trading  Juftices,  as 
they  were  called,  at  the  offices  of  whom,  great  abufes,  to  the 
oppreffion,  injury,  and  inconvenience  of  the  fubjeft,  werte 
pra£tifed.  Under  the  prefent  bill,  it  was  hoped,  that  the  po- 
lice of  Weftminfter  would  be  improved,  and  jufticc  be  more 
equally  and  fairly  diftributed  and  adminiftered  than  it  was  at 
prefent. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  did  not  relifli  the  idea  of  having  Juftices, 
who  were  paid  for  their  fervices,  removeable  at  the  will  of  the 
Crown,  and  therefore  fuggefted  the  idea  of  putting  them  on 
the  fame  footing  with  the  Judges,  and  letting  them  remain  in 
office,  quamdiu  Je  bene  gejj'erint . 

Mr.  BURTON  faid,  he  meant  to  limit  the  duration  of  his 
bill  to  three  years  only,  and  therefore  he  thought  the  honour- 
able gentleman's  fuggeftion  unfit  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  the  rcafon  which  induced 
him  cordially  to  fupport  the  bill,  was,  becaufe  it  enabled  the 
executive  Government  to  appoint  a  fet  of  Juftices,  for  whofe 
conduft  Government  itfelf  would  be  refponfible.  The  police 
of  Weftminfter  at  prefent  was  njiferably  defeftive,  and  the 
reafon  was,  there  was  no  refponfibility.  There  did  not,  he 
declared,  pafs  a  week,  fcarcely  a  day,  without  his  receiving 
letters  of  complaint  upon  the  fubjeft  ;  and  it  was  perfeSly 
well  known  that  he  had  no  means  of  remedying  any  complaint 
whatfoevcr.  He  therefore  heartily  wifhed  that  it  (hould  not 
be  in  the  power  of  any  Secretary  of  State  in  future  to  give  fuch 
an  anfwer,  but  that  he  fliould  be  refponfible  for  the  condudl  of 
fuch  Juftices  as  ftiould  be  appointed  under  the  powers  of  the 
prefent  bill.  As  the  cafe  now  ftood,  every  body  knew,  that  if 
any  urgent  occafion  for  the  affiftance  of  ^  Juftice  of  the  Peace 
offered,  they  could  not  go  to  the  next  office,  but  were  obliged 
to  feledl  fome  particular  Magiftrate,  and  to  reward  him  extra- 
ordinarily in  order  to  encourage  him  tp  aft  with  firmnefs  and 
vigour  3  it  would  be  extremely  hard  if  they  left  Government  ex- 
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pofed  to  the  cenfure  of  negleS  in  this  particular,  and  woul^ 
l^ot  give  them  the  means  of  doing  their  duty.  He  therefore 
hoped,  the  Houfe  would  in  candour  and  fairnefs  permit  the 
experiment,  which  the  biU  propofed,  to  be  put  to  the  proof. 

Mr.  Hawkins  Browne,  Mr.  Cawthorne,  Lord  Carysfort, 
Mr.  Mainwaring,  and  various  other  gentlemen,  delivered  their 
fentiments,  till  at  length  it  was  agreed,  that  the  Chairman 
fiiould  report  progrefs,  in  order  to  afford  Mr.  Mainwaring  an 
opportunity  of  introducing  a  fet  of  refolutions^  which  he  wiflie4 
to  be  made  a  part  of  the  l^ill, 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

pridayj    4/h  May. 

Sir  CHARI.es  BUNBURY  moved,  "  That  there  be  laid 
^*  before  this  Houfe,  copies  or  extrafts  of  letters  from  Gover* 

nor  Phillip^  c)r  any  other  officer,  giving  an  account  of  the 

nature  and  fertility  of  the  land  in  and  adjoining  to  any  fet-»' 
^'  tlement  in  New  South  Wales,  and  of  the  probability  there 
**  is  of  raifmg  any,  and  what  provifions  thereon,  and  of  the 
^'  behaviour  and  employm^pt  of  the  ponvids  fent  there,  and 
^^  which  have  been  received  fince  the  laft  accounts  were  before 
^*  this  Houfe," 

Mr.  §ecreury  DUNDAS  fcconded  the  motion|  and  ex- 
prefTed  his  obligation  to  the  honourable  Baronet,  for  having 
n^oved  the  produ&ion  of  papers,  which  would  at  once  deftroy 
the  many  calumnies  aqd  ties  which  had  been  fo  induftrioufly 
propagated  in  the  lad  fortnight,  though  for  what  purpofe  he 
could  not  conceiye,  againft  a  colony  which  promifed  to  be 
highly  benefici^]^  and  of  confiderable  importance,  to  tbij 
jcountry. 

7^1^  Houfe  adjourned; 

Monday,  yth  May. 

» 

Mr.  TAYLOR  moved,  "  That  the  petition  prefented  by 
^'  the  Grand  Jury  of  Middlefex,  complaining  of  the  evils 
^*  which  attend  the  drawing  of  a  State  lottery,  might  be  refer- 
**  red  to  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  effe6l  of  th? 
"  State  lottery."     Ordered, 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

yuL.xxx;ii.  c 
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Tufjdayy  ith  May. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  OF  SCOTLAND  gav6  no 
tfce  that  he  (hould,  irr  a  few  days,  move  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  regulating  the  mode  of  accounting  in  the  Royal  burghs 
of  Scotland. 

Mr.  FOX  obferved,  that  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan) wzs  unavoidably  abfent,  and  could  not  poffibly  attend  his 
duty  in  Parliament  until  the  beginning  of  next  week.  He 
wifhed  the  difcuffion  of  this  fubjedl  to  take  place  in  his  hearing. 
He  had  good  reafon  to  believe  that  what  the  learned  Lord  now 
gave  notice  of  would  fall  very  far  (hort  of  what  Mr.  Sliefidan 
intended  to  bring  forward,  and  certainly  very  (hort  of  what  he 
himfelf  felt  to  be  thejuftice  of  the  cafe  with  regard  to  the  Royal 
burghs.  Grievances  had  been  flated  to  e^tift,  and  which  he 
believed  to  exift,  if  not  in  fo  great  a  degree  as  had  been  ftated| 
itiuch  farther  tha;i  the  admiilion  of  the  learned  Lord,  on  a  for- 
mer debate  on  this  fubjecft*  It  appeared,  therefore,  to  him, 
that  the  only  mode  which  the  Houfe  could  adopt,  confident 
with  the  leaft  appearance  of  regularity,  would  be,  firft  to  af- 
ccrtain  precifely  what  grievances  do  exitt,  and  what  grievances 
do  not  exift,  and  then  to  begin  to  apply  the  remedy  ;  but  the 
prefent  mode  was  nothing  more  than  a  partial  remedy  to  a  par- 
tial grievance ;  and,  perhaps,  inadequate  to  its  own  end.— 
Ifowever,  the  learned  Lord  would  ufe  his  own  difcretion  upon 
this  fubjeS.  This  ftep  could  not  poffibly  preclude  his  honour- 
able friend  (Mr.  Shcridanj  from  bringing  forward  afterwards 
whatever  might  appear  to  him  to  be  proper  upon  the  fubjeS. 

Mr.  Fox  moved,  "  That  the  petition  from  the  electors  of 
**  Weftminfler,  praying  an  inquiry  into  the  reported  intcrfe- 
**  rence  of  perfons  high  in  office  in  the  eleflion  for  ^eft- 
**  minfter,  and  ifito  the  alledged  abufe  of  the  Excife  and  Lot- 
**  tery  laws,  by  a  remiflion  of  penalties,  &c.  be  read." 

It  was  accordingly  read  by  the  clerk,  and  figned  by  upwards 
of  one  thoufand  of  the  eleftors  of  the  city  of  Weftminfter.  It  ^ 
ftated  the  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  as  it  appeared  againft  Mr. 
Rofe  in  a  trial  betvy^een  him  and  Mr.  Smith,  the  publican,  in 
Weftminfter,  before  Lord  Kenyon,  and  a  fpecial  jury,  in  the 
.Court  of  King's  Bench ;  the  abufes  of  the   Excife  fine  i  the 
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fiifFcring  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Hofl:ins  to  avoid  the  penahy 
of  the  Lottery,  and  get  out  of  prifon  on  fham  b'ail,  on  under- 
taking to  poll  fixty  perfons  for  Lord  Hood  ;  the  part»vvhich 
Mr.  Rofe  was  fa  id  to  have  taken  in  this  bufinefs  ; — the  ^hole^ 
in  the  opinion  of  the  petitioners,  totally  fubverfive  of  the  rights 
ofeleftion,  &c.,  &c.,  praying  that  an  inquiry  might  be  had^ 
and  fuch  fteps  taken,  as  to  the  juftice  of  the  Houfe  might  feem 
meet. 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  (hould  apprife  the  Houfe,  as  concifirly  as 
he  could,  of  the  points  on  which  he  fhould  fiil;mit  the  matter 
of  the  petition  to  them.     It  appeared  to  him  that  this  queftion 
was  in  many  views  a  very  important  one.     Firft,  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  people  of  this  country  (hould  feel  a  general  fa- 
tisfadion  with  refpeft  to  the  execution  of  the  laws,  particularly 
of  laws  which,  to  fay  the  leaft  of  them,  were  in  themfdvcs 
hoftile  and  oppreilive,  and  their  inftitution  defenfible  only  on 
the  public  principle  of  ftate  neceflity  and  fafety.     Secondly,  it 
was  important  that  the  people  fhould  feel  and  be  convinced  that 
their  reprefentatives  condu£l  themfelves  as  they  ought  to  do  ; 
cfpecially  that  they  took  care  to  prevent  the  abufes  of  the  law. 
And  as  to  the  abufes  of  the  law,  this  was  not  the  time  for  him 
to  enter  general  obfervations  on  the  laws  of  Excife ;  it  was 
enough  for  him  to  fay,  that  he  had  oppofcd  their  extenfion 
with  as  much,  and  as  uniform,  zeal   and  ardor,  as  the  Houfe 
had  lately  thought  it  fitting  and  proper.     With  rcfpeft  to  the 
other  part  of  the  law  alluded  to  in  the  petition,  the  Lottery,  he 
(hould  onVy  fay,  that  this  alfo  was  not  a  very  popular  one,  and 
therefore  the  lefs  fit  to  admit  of  abufe.     The  Lottery,  like  the 
Excife,  was  a  meafure  arifing  out  of  State  neceflity,  and  there- 
fore the  Public  had  a  right  to  expeft  that  the  officers  of  the 
Crown  would  never  fufFef  abufes  to  take  place  in  it  \  and  that 
whatever  regulations  were  made  to  prevent  the  mifchief,  which 
would  otherwife  attend  a  lottery,  (hould  be  punctually  enforced. 
In  this  view  of  the  cafe,  it   became  highly  material  for  the 
people  of  thi^  country  to  have  reafon  to  think  that  this  law, 
which  became  fo  neceffary  for  the  produce  of  the  revenue,  was 
faithfully  applied  to  that  purpofe,  and  not  for  any  unfair  prac- 
tices of  eleftion  influence  and  corruption. 
It  appeared,  he  faid,  on  the  face  of  the  petition  juft  read  ta 

xhe  Houfe,  that  there  were  the  ftrongeft  grounds  of  fofpeSing 
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high  authority.  His  anfwer  again  to  this  was  a  plaiaorie — Ha 
did  not  narne  him  becaufe  he  did  not  know  who  he  was — but 
this  much  was  clear,  that  the  whole  of  the  bill  for  this  bufinefs 
was^paid  by  one  of  tha  Lords  of  the  Admiralty.  All  that  he 
could  add  on  it  was,  that  there  was  ample  ground  for  inquiry, 
cvenin  this  year  of  oppofition  to  inquiry ;  a  year  in  which  there 
had  been  more  refiftance  to  fair  and  candid  inquiry  than  in  any 
other  two  feffions  of  Parliament  whatever.  The  old  ground 
of  objefton  was,  that  there  Ihould  be  no  inquiry  unlefs  there 
was  an  aflurance  that  fomething  material  ihould  be  proved. — 
He  would  pledge  his  exiftence  upon  the  proof.  It  was  proved 
that  John  Hofkins  was  difcharged  upoA  (ham  bail,  on  his  un- 
dertaking to  poll  fixty  votes  for  Lord  Hood.  It  was  proved, 
^Kat  this  very  tranfaftion  wa«  paid  for  by  Lord  Hood  in  thi^ 
veryfeffion  of  Parliament  There  was  written  evidence  upon 
this  very  fubjeft.  With  regard  to  the  connexion  of  Govern^ 
ment  with  this  fubjeft,  had  we  not  heard  of  compromifes  of 
various  kinds,  made  between  Lord  Hood  and  his  Solicitor,' 
upon  an  aftion  brought  upon  his  Solicitor's  bill ;  and  had  not 
Lord  Hood  undertaken  to  pay  that  Solicitor  a  large  fum  of  mo- 
Acy,  for  his  fervices  in  the  Weftminfter  eleftion,  provided  he 
would  give  up  certain  papers,  and  that  one  of  thefe  very  papers 
was  of  tlie  hand  writing  of  His  Majefty's  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  upon  the  fubjeft  of  the  Weftminfler  elcftion  ?  He 
inferred  from  this  paper,  that  the  Solicitor  of  Lord  Hood  was 
in  connexion  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  that 
he  ufed  his  intereft  at  the  Weftminftcr  eleftioh.  He  had  a  right 
to  ufe  his  perfonal  intereft  at  any  eleSion,  and  there  nfiight  be 
no  harm  in  his  correfponding  with  the  Solicitor  of  his  friend  ; 
but  the  exiftence  of  fuch  an  intercourfe  gave  a  good  deal  of 
weight  to  an  alTertion,  that  fuch  a  Solicitor  muft  fuppofe  him- 
felf  aiSing  under  fomething  more  than  the  bare  and  perfonal 
authority  ©f  an  individual  upon  the  fubjeft.  He  therefore 
thought,  that  for  the  fake  of  decency  it  was  right,  that  the  pub- 
lic might  fee  that  the  laws  which  operate  fo  harflily,  were  madp 
for  the  good  of  the  public  revenue,  and  that  they  (hould  know 
that  thefe  laws  have  not  been  abufed  for  the  puipofes  of  cor- 
ruption ;  or,  that  if  they  have,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were 
determined  to  punifh,  and  not  to  fcrcen  the  pcrfons  who  are 
guilty.     That  Houfe  was,    or  ought  to  be,  the  reprefenutive 
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body  of  the  people  of  England — as  fuch,  they  ought  to  take  all 
things  lelative  to  eledioiu  under  their  coofideration.  That 
{ioufe  had  often  been  called  the  Grand  Judicature  to  regulate 
ele£lion«.  They  had  always  a^led  in  that  charaSer.  They 
were  called  the  guardians  and  prote£lors  of  their  own  privi- 
leges. They  had  frequently  taken  up  matters  relative  to  elec- 
tion, and  decided  theoi.  They  had  disfranchifed  the  people  of 
Shoreham.  They  had  committed  people  to  Newgate  upon 
proof  of  corruption  at  eleAioo.  Should  it  be  faid  that  corrupt 
tion  at  eledlion  was  a  guilt  for  which  the  vulgar  only  Ihould  be 
punifhed,  and  which  the  great  may  employ  with  impunity  at 
pleafure  ?  Should  we  iay  that  the  low  order  of  fociety,  natu- 
ralfy  more  open  to  temptation^  ihall  be  punifhed  with  fcve* 
.  rity,  for  an  a£l  which  was  totally  to  be  overlooked  in  their  fu«> 
periors  ?  he  hoped  and  trufted  the  Houfe  of  Commons  would 
JOQt  fay  fo.  It  was  true  that  this  bufmefs  had  been  once  deci-> 
ded ;  and  he  admitted,  that  there  was  not  much  new  ground 
to-day.  But  without  faying  much  of  that  decifioni  he  would 
juft  obferve,  that  it  was  an  inilance  which,  from  its  peculiar 
nature,  he  Ihould  chufe  in  'preference  aimofl  to  any  other,  if 
it  were  his  wifli  to  calumniate  the  prefent  adminiilration,  and 
to  indulge  the  fpleen  of  party  feeling.  The  truth  was,  he 
fought  no  fuch  advaiitage ;  he  took  this  point  up  on  a  much 
brqader  and  more  liberal  principle.  There  ftill  were  thofe  in 
this  country,  who  thought  it  eflential  to  the  fafety  of  it,  that 
there  (hould  be  a  Houfe  of  Commons  who  did  their  duty  to 
the  Public  ;  that  fentiment  alone  would  have  made  him  wifli 
to  bring  this  fubjefi  again  before  the  Houfe  for  their  delibera-^ 
tion,  and  thofe  whom  he  had  the  honour  to  reprefent  had  thought 
it  worth  their  while  to  inftruft  him  with  their  fenfe  on  this 
fubjeft.  He  now  gave  the  Houfe  of  Commons  an  opportu- 
nity to  revife  their  judgement,  and,  if  poffible,  to  regain  their 
credit.  He  thought  an  inquiry  neceflary,  for  the  honour  of 
the  Houfe,  and  the  fatisfadion  of  the  public.  He  therefore 
cloved,  **  That  this  petition  be  referred  to  the  confideration 
"  of  a  Committee,  and  that  they  do  examine  into  the  matter 
*^  thereof,  and  report  the  fame,  as  it  ihall  appear  to  them,  to 
«  the  Houfe." 

Mr.  GASCOYNE  begged  to  obferve,  that  what  he  wasac- 
cufed  of  originally  was  no  crime*     He  had  only  faid^  iha,t  he 
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iiad  taken  a  petition  from  George  Smith,  and  delivered  it.  Ho 
liid  not  wifh  any  thing  to  reft  on  the  difference  of  charafler  or 
fituatton.  Smith  had  flated  that  the  petition  was  delivered,  and 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treafury  had  faid,  in  ^apfwer,  he 
ihould  obtain  redrefs ;  whereas  the  anfwer  was,  that  it  (hould 
be  referred  to  the  commiflioners  to  examine. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  he  did  not  accufe  the  hononrable  gen^: 
tieman  of  any  thing ;  the  impreflion  he  wiflied  to  make  on  th^ 
Houfe  was,,  that  Smith  had  given  one  account  of  the  fine  in 
queftion ;  t^e  honourable  gentleman  had  given  another ;  this 
proved  that  the  thing  itfelf  had  a  foundation,  and  that  therefore 
the  Houfe  were  called  upon  to  inquire*'  He  had  no  doubt 
whatever,  the  honourable  gentleman  did  not  y^'ifh  the  Houfe  to 
proceed  on  the  diftindlion  in  the  rank,  character,  and  ftation^ 
9f  the  parties. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  on  Mr.  Fox's  motion— a  paufe  qf 
9  few  feconds  took  place-rrr 

The  Houfe  divided. 

For  the  motion,  34;  Agair^ft  it,  8i> 

Xbe  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednejday^  gth  May, 

On  reading  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  fccond  reading  of  tbq 
3outhampton  poor  bill, 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  moved,  that  inftead  of  the  wor4 
**  Now,"  the  words  "  This  day  thiree  months"  be  inferted, 
This  amendment  was  carried  without  a  divifion. 

The  Committee  on  the  Newfoundland  Judicature  \i\\\  vvgs 
poftponed  to  Friday  next* 

The  other  orders  of  the  day  were  defer|:ecl. 

*jrhe  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday^  loth  May. 

Mr,  Pearfon  frona  the  cuftoms  attending,  was  called  in  an4 
delivered, 

An  account. of  the  number  of  flaves  imported,  &c.  The' 
jitle  was  read,  and  the  account  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  H[oufe  adjournq4» 
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Friday,  11  fh  May, 

Mr.  GREY  obferved  that  he  had  attended  clofely  to  the  fub- 
jeft  on  "which  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
pra3ice  and  eiFed  of  imprifqnment  for  debthad  made  their  re- 
port, and  which  was  printed  for  the  ufeof  the  Members  of  that 
Houfe.  He  was  willing  to  acknowledge,  that  he  was  not  yet 
ready  to  bring  forward  a  plan,  fo  that  he  muft  defer  the  far- 
ther confideration  of  the  fubjeft  in  that  Houfe  to  another  fef- 
fion.  However,  he  had  reafon  to  believe,  that  a  noble  Lord 
in  another  Houfe  had  fomething  to  propofe  for  the  alleviation 
of  the  fufferings  of  thofe  who  are  already  in  confinement  for 
debt.  He  (hould  therefore  move  a  general  refolution  on  this 
fubjed,  as  a  pledge  to  the  Public,  th^t  the  confideration  of  it 
was  not  abandoned.  He  then  moved,  "  That  this  Houfe 
"  will,  early  in  the  next  feflion  of  Parliament,  take  into  con- 
"  fideration  the  matter  in  the  faid  report."  This  refolution 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Grey  obferved,  that  as  the  Minifter  ftood  pledged  to 
give  the  Houfe  fome  information  on  this  fubjedl,  he  wiihed  to 
know  whether  he  was  now  poiTelfed  of  the  definitive  treaty  be- 
tween Ruflia  and  the  Porte  ?  And  if  he  was,  whether  he  in- 
tended to  lay  it  before  the  Houfe  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  certainly  Minifters  were 
in  poffcflion  of  the  definitive  treaty  between  Ruflia  and  the 
Porte,  and  afked  whether  the  honourable  Member  meant  to 
make  anv  motion. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  that  he  fliould  have  a  motion  to  make  upon 
this  affair,  and  named  Monday  for  that  purpofe. 

Mr.  FOX  then  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  bu- 
finefs  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  relative  to  penal  ftatutes, 
upon  points  of  religion.  He  faid,  he  had  the  fatisfaftion  to 
hope,  that  the  mode  in  which  he  (hould  propofe  to  difcufs  this 
fubjeS  could  not  fairly  be  faid  to  involve  confiderations  of  Go- 
vernment, as  had  been  alledged  on  former  occafions,  with  re- 
gard to  fome  topics  which  he  had  brought  forward.  The  mea- 
fure  which  he  (hould  recommend  on  this  occafion  was  not,  in 
his  opinion,  fit  only  in  a  country  where  the  conftitution  was 
free,  but  fuch  as  he  fliould  recommend  even  in  a  ftate  where 
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the  government  was  defpotic,  becaufe  it  was  founded  on  juf- 
tice,  and  was  perfeftly  fafe  in  policy.  If  then  he  fhould  have 
little  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  the  meafure,  even  were  the  ap* 
peal  made  to  a  dcfpotic  Prince  ;  how  much  more  confidence 
fhould  he  have  of  fuccefs,  where  the  application  was  made  to& 
Britifli  Parliament  •  From  a  conftitution  fogood^  good  fruits 
were  to  be  expefted*  The  fuhjefl:  he  meant  to  bring  forward, 
was  one  on  which  much  had  been  written,  and  with  regard  ta 
which,  ab(lrad:edly  confidered,  almoft  all  mankind  agreed,  this 
was  toleration^all  agreed  that  toleration  was  initfelf  abftrac- 
tedly  juft^  But  diifieulties  had  ariien  La  the  minds  of  fome 
perfons,  though  in  his  own  there  never  had  ;  thefe  difficulties 
had  arifen  as  to  the  application  of  the  principles  of  toleration* 
Much  of  this  difficulty  was  thrown  in  his  way  when  he  moved 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Teft  and  Corporation  afts*  He  appealed 
to  thofe  who  oppofed  him  at  that  time,  whether  they  did  not 
do  fo  upon  the  ground  he  had  ftated.  Thiey  alkdged  that  though 
toleration  itfelf  abftraftedly  was  a  matter  of  juftice„  yet  to  ex- 
tend it  at  that  time,  under  the  then  exifting  circumftanccs,.  to 
the  perfons  on  whofe  behalf  he  urged  it,  was  politically  un- 
fafe.  He  was  now  therefore  ready  to  confefs,  although  he  la- 
mented the  neceffity  of  it,  that  for  the  prefent  he  had  aban- 
doned the  idea  of  a  repeal  of  the  Corporation  and  Teft  afts.— 
He  (hould,  however^  not  fail  to  renew  that  application  when^ 
ever  he  Ihould  have  the  leaft  encouragement  or  profpeftof  fuc- 
cefs.  It  had  been  faid  by  fome  perfons,  that  although  tolera- 
tion was  of  itfelf  abftradtedly  matter  of  juftice,  yet,  that  in  po- 
litical fpeculation  it  Ihould  never  be  allowed  to  intrench  upon, 
or  endanger  exifting  eftablifhments.  The  converfe  of  this  ap-  . 
peared  to  him  to  be  true  policy,  and  that  no  defence  of  any 
eftabliihment  whatever  fliould  be  built  on  principles  repugnant 
to  toleration.  Toleration  was  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  thing 
convenient  and  ufeful  to  a  ftate,  but  a  thing  in  itfelf  effentially 
right  andjuft.  He,  therefore,  laid  it  down  as  his  principle^ 
that  thofc  who  lived  in  a  ftate  where  there  was  an  eftablilhment 
of  religion,  could  fairly  be  bound  only  by  that  part  of  the  efta- 
blilhment which  was  confiftent  with  the  pure  principles  of  to- 
leration. What  were  thofe  principles  ?  On  what  were  they 
founded  ?  On  the  fundamental,  unalienable  Rights  of  Man ! 
I;  was  true  there  were  fome  rights  which  man  ihould  give  up 
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for  the  fete  of  fecuring  others  in  a  ftate  of  fociety.  But  It  was 
true  alfo  that  he  fhould  give  up  but  a  portion  of  his  natural 
rights  in  order  that  he  might  have  a  government  for  protcftion 
of  the  remainder.  But  to  call  on  man  to  give  up  his  religious 
rights,  was  to  call  him  to  do  that  which  was  impoflible ;  he 
would  fay  that  no  State  could  compel  it — no  State  ought  to  re- 
quire it,  becaufe  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  man  to  comply 
with  that  reqiiifition* 

But  diere  were  thofe  who  faid,  although  a  man  could  not 
help  his  opinions,  yet  that,  unlefs  under  certain  eftriftions,  they 
ought  not  to  be  made  public  ;  for  that  whatever  rights  a  man 
naturally  had,  he  gave  them  all  up  when  he  came  into  fociety, 
and  that  therefore  religious  liberty,  among  the  reft,  muftb? 
modified  for  the  good  of  fociety  ;  fo  that  by  the  liberty  of  man 
was  meant  nothing  more  than  that  which  was  convenient  to  the 
ftate  in  which  he  lived,  and  under  this  idea  penalties  on  reli- 
gion were  deemed  expedient.  This  he  took  to  be  a  radical  er- 
ror, and  for  the  reafon  he  had  affigned  already — that  it  was  not 
in  the  power  of  man  to  furrender  his  opinion,  and  therefore 
the  fociety  which  demanded  him  to  make  this  facrifice,  de- 
manded an  impoflibility.  What  then  did  this  lead  to — that  no 
man  ihould  be  deprived  of  any  part  of  his  liberty,  with  refpeA 
to  his  opinions,  unlefs  his  anions  derived  from  fuch  opinions 
were  clearly  prejudicial  to  the  State.  There  were  three  diffe- 
rent fituations  in  which  a  man  might  be  placed  in  regard  to  re- 
ligion— a  total  indifference  to  it,  as  was  the  cafe  with  the  Pa- 
gan world  before  Chriftianity  was  known,  and  alfo  with  thofe 
who  did  not  now  believe  it.  Upon  this,  he  referred  the  Houfe 
to  the  Hiftory  of  the  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire, 
written  by  an  honourable  gentleman,  who  was  once  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  Houfe  (Mr.  Gibbon)  ^  he  had  faid,  that  perfecution 
in  the  Pagans  was  lefs  criminal  than  in  Chriftians,  becaufe  the 
Pagans  had  not  the  fame  doftrines  that  the  Chriftiaiis  had  to 
teach  them  the  principles  of  toleration.  Another  fituation  that 
diminiihed  the  cruelty  of  perfecution,  or  rather  rendered  It  lefs 
criminal,  was,  a  ftate  of  Popery  ;  for  thefe  deluded  perfons,  in 
the  time  of  bigotry,  thought,  that  by  perfccuting  thofe  who 
differed  from  them,  they  were  ferving  the  caufe  of  truth  and 
juftice  ;  that  God  had  infpired  them  with  the  true  religion,  and 
that  they  were  ferving  him,  while  they  were  dcflroying  their 
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fellow-beings  ;  although  thefe  praftices  weVe  deplorable,  yet 
as  they  were  the  mere  efFedls  of  ignorance,  the  principle  on 
which  they  proceeded  diminiftied  the  criminality  of  perfecution. 
The  third  ftate  was,  that  in  which  we  now  are.     The  people 
of  the  country  were  neither  indifferent  about  religion,  nor  were 
they  blindly  attached   to  any  particular  faith  ;  they  were  not 
Pagans,  nor  Popifti  bigots.     For  us  there  was  no  excufe  for 
perfecution.     We  know  full  well  that  religion  was  founded  on 
^  principle  that  (hould  not,  could  not,  be  fubjeft  to  any  hu- 
man power.     There  was  a  maxim,  which  was  a  thoufand  and 
a  thoufand  times  repeated,  and  yet  by  fome  as  often  forgotten, 
although  there  were  not  two  opinions  as  to  its  propriety  and 
juftice,  '*  Do  as  you  would  be  done  by.'*     Would  the  mem- 
bers of  the  eftablifhment  be  tried  by  this  maxim — would  they 
fubmit  to  be  governed  by  principles  which  they  fhemfelves  in- 
culcate ;  or  would   they  proudly   and  impioufly  fay  that  they 
were  fure  theirs  was  the  only  true  religion,  and  that  all  who 
deviated  from  it,  were  devoted  to  eternal  torment  ?     In  this 
country  we  were  governed  by  King,  Lords,  and  Commons. 
No  man  would  contend,  that  any  of  thefe  powers  was  infal- 
lible ?  Then  why  fhould  the  members  of  the  eftabliQied  church 
proceed  as  if  they  were  infallible  ?  for   fo  they  did,  if  they 
claimed  exclufive  privileges,  and  enforced  penalties  on  thofe 
who  differed  from  them.     Upon  what  principle  was  an  cflab- 
lifliment  to  be  maintained  at  all  ?     It  was  upon  the  principle 
of  its  being  agreeable  to  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
people,  and  not/urely  upon  the  flighted  pretence  of  infallibi- 
lity.    What  (hould   the  Members  of  the  eftablifhment  fay  to 
thofe  who  differed  from  them,  "  You  who  differ  from,  as  well 
as  you  who  agree  with  us,  are  equal  in  rights,  and  have  an  equal 
title  to  enjoyments.     We  are  neither  pagans  nor  papifts,  we 
have  learned  to  do  as  we  would  be  done  by  ;    if  we  were  to 
perfecute  you  for  your  opinions,  we  fhould,  for  aught  we  know 
to  the  contrary,    be  perfecuting  truth  inftead  of  falfehood ; 
come  then,    let  us  each  enjoy  the  freedom  of  our  own  mind, 
and  equally  participate  all  focial  enjoyments."     Perfecuion 
was  a  word  fo  odious,  and  toleration  a  word  fo  generally  em- 
braced, that  two  opinions  were  not  entertained  on  either  ;  and 
yet,  ftrange  to  tell,  much  difference  arofe  upon  the  application 
of  them.    The  queftion  then  feemed  firft  to  be  what  really  was 
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to  be  undcrftood  by  toleration.  He  thought  that  in  defining 
this  word,  and  conveying  the  ideas  which  he  annexed  to  it,  he 
ought  to  go  much  farther  than  proving  that  it  meant  the  total 
abfence  of  perfecution — and  that  to  refufe  to  any  man  any 
civil  right,  and  anr  equal  participation  of  civil  advantage,  on 
account  of  his  religious  opinions,   was  in  itfelf  perfecution. 

Onthefe  general  principles,  he  tnifted  that  it  was  not  neccf- 
fary  to  dilate  farther.  The  qucilion  now  was,  what  was,  and 
what  was  not,  toleration.  In  his  own  opinion,  he  declared, 
toleration  ought  to  go  beyond  abftincnce  from  perfecution ; 
but  on  his  own  opinion  alone,  he  did  not  rely.  He  would 
quote  the  fentiments  of  a  very  eminent  man  (Archdeacon  Pa- 
ley.)  He  had  declared  himfelf  tobe  a  friend  to  complete  tole- 
ration. The  learned  divine,  however,  meant  more  than  it'was 
his  intention  at  prefent  to  propofe.  His  motion  he  confefledto 
be  limited.  A  future  and  a  fitter  period  might  be  found  to  in- 
troduce a  meafure  whofe  verge  vs^ould  be  more  ample,  more 
extenfivc,  and  confequently  more  complete.  Many  perfons 
oppofed  unlimited  toleration  from  an  apprchenfion  that  it 
might  prove  injurious  to  the  ftate.  To  fuch  he  begged  leave 
to  fay,  that  they  ought  firft  to  be  well  convinced  that  it  really 
would  produce  that  effeft. 

The  moft  moderate  and  the  nioft  enlightened  men  in  this  - 
country,  and  thofe  too  Members  of  the  eflablifhment,  were 
friends  to  general  toleration.  Indeed,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himfelf  laft  year  flood  pledged  for  fupporting  the 
principles  of  general  toleration,  and  had  faid  that  it  was  a  mat- 
ter not  of  favour,  but  of  right,  and  that  whether  it  (hould  be 
granted,  was  only  a  queftion  of  juftice.  What  were  the  prin- 
ciples of  perfecution  ?  A  condemnation  of  a  man  before  he 
had  committed  a  breach  of  the  law.  A  principle  which  com- 
pelled us  to  be  in  a  conftant  ftate  of  hypocrify  towards  God 
and  man  ;  for  it  called  on  thofe  who  did  not  believe  in  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  England  to  give  a  conftant  attendance  . 
at  divine  fervice,  and  fubfcribe  to  the  ceremonies  of  the  Church. 
This  was  commanding  hypocrify  by  authority.  It  was  or- 
daining  by  law  that  a  man  (hall  purfue  that  form  of  religion 
here  which  in  his  mind  is  to  infure  his  eternal  damnation  here- 
after.    By  this  we  faid  to  a  father,    you  ftiall  not  teach  your 


at  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  i79«. 

£on  that  religion  which  in  your  foul  you  believe  is  to  fecure  his 
eternal  happinefs*     You  are  to  chufe,  either  to  teach  him  no 
religion  at  all,  or  teach  him  that  by  which  you  believe  he  will 
be  damnec;!  to  eternity.     This  was  the  true  fpirit  of  perfecution, 
and  was  it  the  faft  ?     Moft  unqueftionably  it  was  the  cafe  in 
the  law  with  regard  to  Catholics.     In  the  opinion  of  fome 
there  once  was  an  occafion  for  thefe  ftatutes — in  his  opinion 
there  never  was,  nor  would  they  have  been  adequate  to  the  end 
propofed  if  there  had,    but  now,  there  was  not  the  (hadow  of 
excufe,  for  it  had^ceafed.     The  moft  dangerous  periods,  the 
reigns  of  Elizabeth  and  James,  did  not.  juftify  even  one  of  the 
penal  ftatutes  that  exifted.     If  fuch  times,  therefore,  did  not 
juftify  them,  what  argument  could  be  ufed  for  their  exiftencc 
now  ?     Sometimes  attempts  were  made  to  defend  the  principle 
of  perfecution,   by  confidering  it  as  a  modo  of  preventing  the 
mifchief  that  might  arife  from  a  propagation  of  erroneous  re- 
ligious opinions  ^  it  was  alledged  that  it  was  the  bufmefs  of  a 
Slatcfman  to  confider  the  effc£l  of  any  religious  opinion,  and 
in  that  view,    whatever  appeared  to  him  as  dangerous  to  the 
State,    he  ought  to  prevent.     The  firft  part  of  this  doftrinc, 
namely,   that  of  afluming  any  mode  of  religion  to  be  Wrong, 
was  begging  the  queftion ;    but  he  niuft  proteft  againft  the 
whole  of  this  mode  of  argument.  We  had  no  right  to  conftrue 
what  aflions  are  to  follow  opinions.     We  ftiould  weigh  ac- 
tions before  we  pretend  to  judge  of  them  at  all.     In  order  that 
we  fhould  guefs  what  aSions  are  likely  to  follow  opinions,  we 
fhould   ourfelves  firft    have  entertained  thofe   opinions;    or 
if  we  guefs  at  all,  we  ought  to  guefs  on  the  favourable  fide. — 
But  there  were  no'  commands  in  the  Church  which  might  not 
fafely  be  obeyed  ;   or  at  leaft  the  Church  of  England  was  the 
fafeguard  of  the  State.     Was  this  the  facl  ?     Was  it  not  pof- 
fible  for  a  man  to  become  a  very  bad  citizen,  even  by  implicitly 
obeying  the  doftrine  of  the  Church  of  England  itfelf  ?     Moft 
unqueftionably  it  was  ;   for  the  Church  of  England  taught  us 
that  we  were  to  make  no  refiftance  to  the  commands  of  the 
Magiftrate,  although  they  fhould  be  unlawful,  or  even  unna- 
tural ;    the  doftrine  was  paffive  obedience  and  non-refiftance, 
and  confequences  were  to  be  left  to  a  future  ftate ;  this  was  the 
(loSrine  of  James  the  fecond  ;  this,  it  was  true,  was  not  now 
\he  law,  but  it  was  ftill  the  doftrine  of  the  Church,  and  thus 
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by  being  a  good  Churchman,  a  perfon  might  become  a  bad  ci» 
tizen.  What  was  the  refult  of  all  this  ?  That,  as  in  the  eila- 
bliflied  Church  there  was  fo  much  error>  that  it  could  not  be 
obeyed  totally,  without  breach  of  moral  obligation,  and  even 
of  pofitive  law,  for  a  man  may  be  puniihed  for  obedience  to 
the  illegal  commands  of  a  legal  mailer,  it  is  the  eflence  of  in* 
juflice  to  perfecute  any  perfon  for  omitting  to  conform  to  this 
eftabliihed  religion.  The  old  anfwer,  he  faid,  to  all  thefe 
arguments  was,  that  the  laws  are  bbfolete,  and  that  therefore 
the  hardship  is  ideal.  To  this  he  muft  fay,  that  what  is  claim- 
ed by  the  Unitarians  and  Scociansis  nothing  more  than  juftice ; 
and  that  there  can  be  no  great  harm  in  removing  from  the  fta* 
tute  book,  that  which  we  are  either  afraid  or  aihamed  to  in* 
force. 

Of  the  doArines  of  Arius,  Arminius,  and  Socinus,  he  did 
not  mean  to  enter  into  a  difcufTion,  becaufe  he  was  certain  they 
did  not  in  the  fmalleft  degree  aiFedl  the  ftate.  It  was  not  there- 
fore the  duty  of  the  Legiflature  to  interfere.  The  perfons  for 
whom  he  now  interceded  were  Unitarians,  fome  following  the 
do£lrines  of  Arius,  others  of  Socinus.  They  intrcated  of  the 
Houfe  not  to^eftablilh  them,  but  to  relieve  them  from  flatutes 
of  pain  and  punifhment.  If  thefe  ilatutes  were  too  bad  to  be 
put  in  praftice,  they  ought  not  to  be  fuiFered  to  exift. 

An  affertion  had  gone  forth,  of  the  exiftence  of  a  party  who 
wiflied  to  overturn  the  conftitution.  In  order  to  counteradl 
any  fuch  intentions,  it  ought  to  be  the  care  of  the  Houfe  to  ba« 
nifh  all  thofe  imperfeftions  which  tended  to  difgrace  and  to 
injure  the  beautiful  fabric.  If  a  ftranger  wiflied  to  learn  the 
conftltutioQ  of  Great  Britain,  he  would  fcek  for  it  in  her  laws. 
What  would  he  fay,  when  he  difcovered  that  the  ftatuteS  of 
Elizabeth  againft  Catholics,  and  of  William  againft  Unitari- 
ans, were  ftill  fuiFered  to  exift  i  Would  he,  be  fatisfied  with 
the  information,  that  they  were  never  ufed.  No — He  would 
contend,  that  if  they  were  not  ufed  they  ought  to  be  repealed. 
Still,  hpwever,  even  the  non-execution  of  them  produced  the 
worft  efFeSs,  infomuch  as  it  tended  to  divide  the  people,  and 
to  afford  fome  ground  for  the  invedives  of  biggoted  Churchmen. 

Preceding  the  year  1641,  four  perfons  profeffing  Unitarian 
doSrines  had  been  burnt.  Subfequent  to  that  period  lived  Mr.* 
Feeble,  who  was  confidered  as  the  founder  of  Unitarianifm  i 


24  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1792. 

4 

he  ruffered  perfecution  for  his  religious  opinions  from  Crom- 
well and  Charles  the  Second,  and  though  his  character  was  un- 
exceptionable, the  perfecution  againft  him  did  not  in  the 
fmalkft  degree  relax.  But  though  the  Unitarians  were  not 
now  perfecuted  by  the  Legiflature,  they  were  in  a  manner, un- 
der the  lafh  of  Divines  of  the  eftabliflied  Church. 

Dr.  South,  in  fpeaking  of  them,  had  traced  their  pedigree 
from  wretch  to  wretch,  back  to  the  devil  himfelf.  Thefc  dc- 
fcendants  of  the  devil  were  his  clients.  This  was  the  language 
of  former  days  ;  more  modern  times  had  produced  greater  mo- 
deration ;  ftill,  however,  inveftive  had  not  ceafed.  Dr.  Ha- 
lifax, fpeaking  of  Dr.  Prieftley,  had  faid,  that  now  he  had 
ftated  his  opinions,  he  had  completed  his  crimes.  Thus  a'de- 
claration  of  an  opinion  had  been  gravely  afferted  to  be  criminal. 
Pofterior  to  Dr.  Halifax,  the  late  Dr.  Horfley  had  contended, 
that  eyen  the  moral  good  of  the  Unitarians  was  fin  ;  and  how- 
ever they  ferved  God,  loved  their  kindred,  and  relieved  the  dif- 
trefled,  they  were  finful  becaufe  they  were  heretics. 

To  tell  men  in  this  fituation  that  they  were  not  perfecuted, 
was  to  offer  others  the  groffeft  of  all  infults.  Adverting  to  re-, 
cent  events,  would  any  man  aiTert,  that  the  Birmingham  riots 
were  not  the  efFeft  of  religious  bigotry  and  perfecution  ?  Some 
had  maintained  that  the  people  revolted  riot  againft  Dr.  Prieft- 
ley's  religion,  but  his  political  opinions.  Granted,  for  the 
fake  of  argument ;  but  could  the  publication  of  his  fentiments 
be  more  imprudent  than  thofe  of  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England  ?  This,  therefore,  he  maintained  to  be  an  argument 
in  proof  of  the  exiftence  of  perfecution  againft  the  Unitarians, 
infomuch  as  the  fame  mode  of  conduft  adopted  by  two  men 
had  produced  oppofite  effefts,  merely  on  account  of  the  diffe- 
rence of  their  religious  attachments.  Having  completed  the 
ftatement,  little,  more  remained  for  him  to  do  than  to  ftate  the 
particular  a£l:s  which  he  wiftied  to  be  repealed. 

It  had  been  obferved  by  fome,  and  perhaps  would  be  ad- 
vanced to-night,  that  as  far  as  regards  the  Catholics  at  leaft, 
perfecution  was  at  an  end,  from  the  bill  which  pafTed  lately  in 
their  favour  ;  but  here  it  fliould  be  remembered,  that  a  certain 
oath  was  required  to  be  taken  ;  to  this  oath  he  believed  there 
was  no  obje6lion  amongft  any  of  the  Catholics  ;  but  were  gen- 
tlemen aware,  that  among  the  poorer  fort,  many,  from  neg- 
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ligcnce  and  from  economy,  for  fome  of  them  mull  travel  a  con- 
fiderable  diftance  before  they  come  to  a  Magiftrate,  would  omit 
the  taking  of  this  oath ;  the  confequence  is,  that  themfelves 
and  poflerity  are  liable  to  all  the  penalties  and  difabilities  of  the 
ancient  ftatutes.  He  then  expofed  the  abfurdity  of  continuing 
thefe  laws  after  all  pretext  for  them  was  at  an  end^  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  Houfe  ivere  to  fpeak  out  faitly,  there  would  bp 
lefs  objection,  on  conftitut tonal  fentiments,  to  admitting  Ca- 
tholics into  it  than  admitting  DitTenters.  He  obje£led  to  nei- 
ther 9  but  he  believed  that  thofe  who  did  objed,  feared  mora 
the  principles  of  DilTenters  who  had,  than  thofe  of  the  Catho- 
lics who  had  not,  the  right  of  fitting  in  that  Houfe  ;  the  one 
clafs  were  fuppofed  to  be  republicans,  the  others  were  diftin- 
guifhed  for  an  attachment  to  monarchy.  The  truth  was,  that 
there  was  no  juft  or  rational  objeftion  to  either,  and  the  efFeft 
of  exclufion  was  hurtful  to  the  community  ;  for  a  man's  virtue 
and  abilities  were  the  objeds  we  ought  to  look  to ;  his  attach- 
ment to  the  welfare  of  the  country,  and  not  his  fpeculative 
opinion  upon  religion,  ought  to  entitle  him  to  a  feat  in  that 
Houfe,  or  in  any  other  office  that  might  be  ferviceable  to  the 
State.  Indeed,  all  thefe  abfurd,  as  well  a%  unjuft  prohibitory 
ftatutes,  were  very  deftrudive  to  the  public  welfare  ;  and  here 
he  could  not  help  taking  notice  alfo  of  the  Marriage  zR — ^ati 
z&  to  which  he  was  radically  fo  much  an  enemy,  that  he  (hould, 
whenever  he  had  the  leaft  encouragement,  make  a  third  attempt 
to  obtain  its  repeal.  He  had  made  two,  and  had  fucceeded  in 
that  Houfe,  but  had  always  been  thwarted  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  ;  the  day,  he  hoped,  would  arrive,  when  he  fhould  have 
better  fortune  with  their  Lordfliips.  The  Marriage  aft  it  was 
his  wifli  to  alter  in  that  part  which  provided  an  exemption  only 
for  Jews  and  Quakers.  The  neceffity  of  a  more  ample  exemp- 
tion he  proved  from  the,  cafe  of  two  women  confined  in  Not- 
tingham jail,  for  non-compliance  with  the  provifions  of  the 
Marriage  ad.  In  ihort,  he  declared  it  to  be  his  wi(h  to  ex- 
tirpate herefy  by  the  old  method  of  fire  j  not  however  by  burn- 
ing victims,  but  by  burning  the  various  noxious  z&s.  He 
obferved,  it  was  with  relu£lance  he  gave  up  the  repeal  of  the 
Teft  and  Corporation  a&s  ;  he  did  foln  compliance  with  what 
he  mud  take  the  liberty  of  calling  the  prejudice  and  grouiidlefi 

timidity  of  that  Houfe ;  and  as  he  could  not  at  once  gain  com- 
VcL.XXXIJI.  E 
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plete  juftice,  he  would  take  it  by  piecemeal  as  well  as  he  could. 
He  muft,  by  the  way,  be  allowed  to  obferve,  that  he  was  fully 
p«rfuaded,  nor  had  he  ever  heard  any  thing  that  (hook  his  opi- 
nion, that  the  Teft  and  Corporation  afts  proceeded  from  the 
very  eflence  of  perfecution  and  injuftice. 

He  might  be^  afked,  whether  he  would  leave  any  punifliment 

*  •  

whatever  for  the  publication  of  ribaldry,  or  ridicule  ?  To  this  ^ 
there  was, no  anfwer  neceflary,  as  there  was  no  law  againft  it 
which  he  (hould  propofe  to  alter.     The  laws  he  meant,  were 
againft  the  publication  of  adVifed  fpeaking :  adyifed  fpeaking, 
was  folemn  fpeaking  ;  it  was  what  a  parent  faid  to  his  chil^— 
it  was  what  his  confcience  taught  him  to  be  truth,     Mr.  Fox 
concluded  with  intreating  the  Houfe  to  reflefl  on  the  injuftice 
of  preventing  any  man  from  interpreting  the  fcripture  in  hi». 
own.  way— on  the  barbarous,  inhuman  cruelty  of  faying  to  a 
man,  **  Read  the  fcripture,  ftudy  it,  make  it  the  guide  and  rule 
of  your  aft  ion  and  opinion  ;  but  take  care  you  interpret  it  as 
the  profeflbrs  of  the  Church  of  England  do,  or  elfe  you  fliall 
be  deprived  of  all  the  enjoyments  which  belong  to  a  man  in  a 
focial  ftate.  Read,  attentively,  and  underftand  clearly  the  whole 
of  the  fcripture  ;  but  take  care,  in  underftanding  it,  you  un- 
derftand exaftly  as  we  do/  or  elfe  you  fliall  Jofe  all  the  benefits 
^f  a  meniber  offociety,  every  thing  that  is  dear  and  valuable 
to  you."    This  was  more  unjuft  than  even  the  frafticc  of  the 
ancient  Catholics,  praying  4n  an  unknown  t6ngue,  and  re- 
fufing  to  •'  the  profeflbrs  of  the  Chriftian  religion,  a  perufal  of 
the  book  on  which  Chriftianity  was  founded.     The  Church  of 
Rome  direfted  us  to  obey  the  precepts  01  a  mild  religion^  which 
tended  to  make  us  good  citizens  without  reading.    The  Church 
of  England  compelled  us  to  read,  but  forbade  us  to  judge.  He 
fliould  now  move  for  the  repeal  of  many  of  thofe  ftatutes. — r- 
Many  more  remained,  he  had  no  doubt,  and  would  hereafter 
be  repealed.     The  reafon  why  he  preferred  this  mode  to  that 
of  bringing  forward  any  particular  enafting  law,  was,  that  in 
making  a  new  law,  we  knew  not  what  would  be  the  efFeft, 
but  in  repealing  a  bad  law,  we  knew  we  did  nothing  more  than 
Juftice.     He  then  moved,  firft,  ".That  the  different  ftatutes 
"  of  the  9th  and  loth  of  King  William,  entitled,  An  aft  for 
"  the  more  efFeftual  fupprefling  of  blafphemy  and  ptofanenefs^ 
*"*  the  ift  of  Edw.  V  I.  chap.  i. ;  the  ift  of  Queen  Mary,  chap; 
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^*  3  ;  the  14th  and  15th  of  Elizabeth,  &c.,  &c.,  fcc./'  be 
read,  which  being  done,  pro  format 

He  then  moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
"  repeal  and  alter  fundry  provifions  in  the  faid  afts." 

Mr.  BURKE  contended  that  the  queftion  was  now  no  longer 
a  theological  queftion,  but  from  the  comprehcnfive  manner  in 
which  the  fubjed  had  been  treated  by  Mr.  Fox,  it  became  a 
queftion  of  Legiflative  prudence  upon  a  point  of  policy ;  and 
he  could  not  help  congratulating  the  Houfe  and  the  public  on 
the  manner  in  which  the  fubjeA  was  brought  forward.  It  was 
claimed  as  a  matter  of  juftice,  and  not  called  for  as  the  eiFe£l 
of  any  of  the  new  and  falfe  lights  of  the  day  which  had  lately 
made  their  appearance,  and  would  foon  again  difappear.  He 
trufted  that  thefe  ^ghts  and  the  principles  which  followed  them^ 
would  be  alike  rejected  in  this  country,  and  every  thing  that 
bore  any  refemblance  to  them,  would  be  rejected,  becaufe  to 
rejed  them  would  be  the  fober  duty  of  every  Member  of  that 
Houfe,  and  what  wifdom  diredled  for  the  freedom  of  the  State  ; 
ftripping  the  queftion,  therefore  of  its  theological  veftment,  he 
fliould  take  it  up  as  a  queftion  of  policy  and  prudence,  and  in 
that  view  he  confefTed  he  did  not  fee  that  fuOicient  reafons  had 
been  urged  for  the  repeal  of  thofe.ftatutes,  and  he  therefore 
wilhed  to  have  it  well  underftood  in  the  Houfe,  that  upon  the 
grounds  he  fpoke— prudence  and  policy — nothing  yet  had  been 
faid. 

The  queftion  he  ftatcd  to  be,  whether  the  Houfe  fliould  go 
into  a  Committee  for  the  purpofe  of  examining  the  laws  that 
had  been  enumerated.  Before  he  delivered  his  opinion  on  the 
policy  and  prudence  of  the  motion,  he  could  not  but  congratu- 
late the  Houfe  on  the  delicacy  ufed  by  Mr.  Fox  in  matters  of 
religion.  Not  one  word  had  dropt  from  him  irreligious,  or 
even  indifferent.  Another  caufe  of  fatisfaftion  to  him,  was 
deduced  from  the  difcovery  that  the  Houfe  was  untainted  and 
uncorrupted  by  thofe  falfe  principles  which  had  been  fo  amply 
circulated  without  doors. 

Alluding  now  to  the  policy  and  pnidence  of  the  motion,  he 

confefled  that  he  had  heard  no  arguments  why  the  gth  and  loth 

of  William  ought  at  prefent  to  be  repealed.     As  to  the  right 

of  man,    on  which  the  right  honourable  mover  had  laid  fome 

ftrefs,   he  muft  be  under  the  neceility  of  differing  from  him 

E  a 
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completely.  What  were  the  rights  of  man  previous  to  his  en- 
tering into  a  ftate  of  fociety  r  Whether  they  were  paramount 
to,  or  inferior  to  focial  rights,  he  neither  knew  nor  cared.— 
Man  he  had  found  in  fociety,  and  that  man  he  looked  at — he 
knew  nothing  of  any  other  man — nor  could  he  argue  on  any 
of  his  rights.  As  to  abftraft  rights  of  all  kinds,  he  thought 
they  were  incorporeal,  and  unfit  for  the  body,  and  might  be 
difcuffed  in  fome  other  ftate  ;  but  they  were- totally  unfit  for 
this  life,   and  confequently  could  not  be  fit  for  argument. 

Thefe  abftr^ft  ideas  were  too  airy  diet,  and  ill  fuited  the 
mixed  conftitution  of  menj,  >yhich  was  compofed  of  fpecula- 
tion  and  praflice,  of  mind  and  body.  He  blamed  Mr.  Fox 
for  colledting  fuch  multifarious  matter,  fuch  different  mea- 
fures  only  by  an  abftraft  principle  of  toleration. 

Of  toleration  and  of  perfecution  the  Hbufe  had  never  yet 
given  a  decided  opinion.  It  had  always  afted  from  circum- 
ftances  and  the  preffure  of  events — when  it  relieved  a  Quaker, 
It  relieved  't  Quaker — when  it  alleviated  the  condition  of  a  Ca- 
tholic, it  looked  only  to  a  Catholic. — It  never  purged  to  the 
right  and  bled  to  the  left  at  once. 

In  the  prefent  period,  all  difcuffions  between  the  Church 
and  State  had  ceafed,  like  a  volcano  burnt  out,  or  like  Vefu- 
vius  when  Strabo  faw  it.  Here  ftood  the  friendly  Olive — there 
the  cheering  Vine — on  this  fpot  the  fupporting  Corn. 

Of  the  Unitarians  he  knew  nothing ;  they  caihe,  however, 
iri  fuch  a  qucftionable  (hape,  that  he  con(^eived  he  had  a  right 
to  afk  them  whether  they  brought  airs  from  Heaven  or  blafts 
from  I^ell  ?  Or  whether  their  advent  was  wicked  or  chari- 
table ?  The  queftion  now  therefore  was,  whether  we  had  fuf- 
ficient  reafon  to  repeal  thofe  a£ls  at  this  time.  Upon  this  point 
he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  fubjeft,  as  opened  by  Mr.  Fox, 
did  not  depend  upon  the  principles  of  toleration  ;  putting  that 
confideration  alfo,  as  well  as  the  theological  part  of  the  fub- 
jeQ,  out  of  the  queftion,  he  Ihould  look  at  the  petition  of  the 
Unitarians,  as  it  now  appeared  before  the  Houfe.  The  peti- 
tion was  againft  the  general  principles  of  the  Chriftian  religi- 
on, as  coiinefted  with  the;  State.  It  went  to  diimember  the 
Chriftian  cornmon wealth.  By  a  Chriftian  commonwealth 
there  was  eftabliflied  no  alliance,  as  had  often  been  erroneoufly 
fiatedy  between  Church  and  State.    Church  and  State  v^ere 
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one  and  the  fame,    and  in  order  to  fee  whether  this  petition 
agreed  with  that  principle,  the  better  way  would  be  to  look  at 
the  profeflions  of  the  Unitarians.     He  had  often  heard  that  we 
were  not  always  to  believe  the  man  who  profefled  to  be  our 
friend,    but  the  devil  was  in  it,  if  we  did  not  believe  him» 
when  he  profefled  to  be  our  enemy.    The  Unitarians  were 
the  enemies,    the  avowed  enemies  of  the  Church  ;    they  had 
lately  accufed  themfelves  of  a  difgracefiil  timidity  with  refpedl 
to  the  concealment  of  their  fentiments,  and  now  they  were  to 
atone  for  that  timidity  by  an  extraordinary  boldnefs.     They 
had  avowed  their  hoftility  to  the  Church.     They  had  conleflTed 
their  determination  to  propagate  their  dodlrines.     They  were 
avowedly  a  focieiy  for  the  propagation  of  opinions  immedi* 
ately  hoftile  to  our  Church — ^they  had  incorporated  for  that 
purpofe — they  had  publiihed  pamphlets  with  that  view — ^they 
had  raifed  a  large  fund  to  be  employed  in  that  fervice — they 
had  entered  into  a  folemn  compa£l  to  obtain  that  end — it  was 
well  known  that  DoSor  Prieftley  was  their  patriarch.     Know* 
ing  all  thefe  things,  the  queftion  was,    whether  perfons  with 
thofe  views,  wiflies,  and  determinations,  (hould  be  obje<Els  of 
the  fpecial  grace  and  favour  of  that  Houfe.     That  what  he 
ftated  of  them  was  true,   he  would  read  their  publication3»  as 
publications  iflued  to  the  world  by  themfelves,   which  would 
be. the  beftanfwer  to  the  quedion  whether  they  were-proper 
obje£lsof  favour,  and  whether  to  grant  them  indulgences  would 
be  at  this  time  prudent  or  politic. 

In  order  to  fliew  what  were  the  principles  of  thofe  Unita* 
rians,  he  would  give  their  own  authority,  by  quoting  the  toafU 
given  at  one  of  their  meetings,  which  might  be  confidered  as 
articles  of  faith  in  all  aflbciations  and  political  meetings,  both 
of  the  prefent  and  former  days,  all  of  which,  fourteen  in  num* 
ber,  were  bumper  toads,  and  he  would  not  withhold  from  the 
Houfe  a  Hngle  bumper,  by  refuting  to  re^d  them.  He  con- 
tended that  the  celebration  of  the  14th  July,  and  the  libels  of 
Thomas  Paine,  were  the  caufes  of  the  riots  at  Birmingham, 
and  that  they  proceeded  from  political,  and  not  religious  pre- 
judices ;  upon  both  of  thofe  topics  he  dwelt. for  a  long  time, 
as  highly  mifchievous  in  themfelves,  and  dangerous  in  their 
confequences,  becaufe  thofe  very  people,  who  were  petitioners, 
had  avowed  their  approbation  of  the  abominable  proceedings  at 
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'P^fi^  On  that  ddy>  of  horrid  perfidy,  and  unprovoked  rebeilion; 
Irkewife  of  the  doftrine  of  Paifte,  and  not  only  approved  of 
*thein,  but  as  it  were  recommended  them  for  the  imitation  of 
England,  to  prove  that  they  were  connefted  ivith  the  Revolu- 
tiott  Society  Jxere,  and  the  Club  of  Jacobins  in  Paris,  and 
^opted  the  fame  principles  to  their  fulleft  extent.  He  read 
(evefal  of  their  refolutions,  and  concluded,  that  fuch  people 
•^¥cre  not  fit  men  for  relief  or  encouragement  from  their  fenti- 
ments  and  conneftions.  He  faid,  there  was  no  religious  liberty 
in  France  ;  but,  6n  the  contrary,,  the  greateft  perfecution  had 
fubfifted  ever  fince  that  dreadful  14th  of  July,  and  worfe  per- 
leculion  than  could  poflibly  take  place  in  this  country.  He 
regretted  fincerely.  what  had  happened  at  Birmingham,  but  it 
was  of  fome  con(equence  to  know,  that  if  we  had  not  laws  to 
prevent  fuch  outrageous  riots,  we  had  law  and  juftice  enough  to. 
compenfate  the  fufFerers  ;  this  was  not  the  cafe  in  France.  He 
tras  fure  the  right  honourable  gentleman  muft  have  been  im- 
'pofed  upon  on  that  fubjeft,  when  he  thought  thofe  riots  pro- 
ceieded  from  religious,  prejudices  againft  the  Unitarians^  for 
Dr.  Prieftley  had  preached  and  written  his  Unitarian  fylfem  for 
'-28  years  without  any  molcftailon,  until  he  and  his  followers 
came  forward  to  celebrate  avowedly  the  14th  of  July,  and  de- 
cla;red  their  principles  to  be  precifely  the  fame.  Havi ng  entered 
'with  much  heat  into  a  detail  of  French  affairs, 

Mr.  CATOR  fpoke  to  order,  and  begged  the  right  honour- 
able Member  might  be  kept  to  the  queftion. 

*  The  SPEAKER  ftated  to  the  Houfe,  that  his  reafon  for  al- 
lowing the  right  honourable  Mernber  to  proceed,  arofe  from 
thinkmg  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  right  honourable  Mem- 
ber to  fhcw  that  the  opinions  and  principles  of  the  petitioners 
"were  fuch  as  ought  not  to  be  allowed  as  fufficient  ground  for 
granting  the  prayer  of  their  petition.  At  the  fame  time,  he 
begged  to  fay  this  much,  without  giving  any  opinion  at  all  of 
his  own  on  the  fubjeft  in  difcufllon. 

•  Mr.  BURKE  proceeded,  and  went  into  a  defcription  of  al- 
moft  evety  event  that  has  taken  place  in  France  fince  the  revo- 
hition,  accompanying  his  obfervations  with  fevere  remarks, 
and  on  the  proceedings  of  the  National  Aflembly.  He  con- 
tended, that  the  fyftem  of  thofe  in  this  country,  wboconnedled 
■4 
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themfelves  with  fuch  focielyp   and  approved  or  recommended^^ 
the(e  principles  for  examples  to  this  country^    was  nothing 
ihart  of  an  avowed  intention  to  fubvert  and  overturn  every 
eflabKihment,  political  and  religious  of  every  kind,  and  a  wifti 
to  extend  that  deftruAion  to  all  nations. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid,  he  would  fet  out  with  ftatiiig»  that 
he  did  not  believe  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  wil- . 
fully  do  or  fay  any  thing  in  that  Houfe  from  improper  motives  ; . 
yet  he  muft  obferve  that  throughout  the  whole  of  thb  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  fpeech  there  pervaded  a  mifrepiefentatioa 
and  a  mifunderftanding,  both  on  the  affairs  of  France  and  witk- 
rerpe£t  to  the  Unitarians,,  of  whom  he  profefled  himfelf  la  Im> 
one,   that  he  never  could  pafs  unnoticed.     He  wiflied  to  put 
France  entirely  out  of  the  queftion,  becaufe  he  thought  it  had- 
nothing  to  do  with  wjyat  was  now  debating;    but  there  wePi' 
fome  things  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  ftate4> 
about  the  demolition  of  the  Baftile,  and  the  proceedings  both 
in  the  National  Aflembly,  and  over  that  kingdom,  fogrofslj^ 
mifreprefentedy  that  he  muft  believe  the  right  honour^le  gen-«' 
tleman  to  be  totally  ignorant  of  the  fa£t« ;    this  was  not  the 
time  to  enter  upon  that  topic;  and  he  would  therefore  proceed 
to  the  queftion>  if  any  queftion  at  all  could  be  found,  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman.     He  declared 
his  opinions  to  be  completely  with  the  Unitarians  in  all  thef 
had  written,    and  every  thing  they  had  circulated,    from  a 
thorough  conviction,  •  thiat  they  were  founded  on  principles  of 
reSitude,  jufticc,  and  honefty.     One  word  in  their  declara- 
tion Teemed  to  give  offence,  it  was  the  word  idolaters;  but  hfe 
thought  that  as.t)thers,  who  thought  differently,  ftyled  the  Uni- 
tarian principles  to  be  blafphemous ;  it  was  fair  in  them  to  re-* 
taliate,  and  even  call  their  opponents  idolators.     He  contend^ 
ed,  that  they  were  a  diftinA  fe£^  and  completely  unconneded 
with  the  DifTenters,  and  all  other  clubs,  afTociations,  orwhat^ 
ever  name  the  right  honourable  gentleman  might  give  tbtm  } 
when-,  at  the  fame  time,  he  could  not  tn  all  he  had  faid,  pro* 
^dtjce  a  iijigle  proof.     With  regard  to  the  toafls,  all  of  which| 
except  two,  h^  was  perfectly  fatisfied  With,  becaufe  even  the 
ingenuity  and  perverfion  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
€ould  not  pointxxut  any  one  word  in  thenv  that  contained  mat- 
ter-of  a  dangerous  or  feditious  tendency  toward^  the  conftitu^ 
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tion  of  this  country ;  this,  however,  and  a  great  deal  morc^ 
bad  been  afliired  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  in  his 
fpeech  ;  he  had  affumed,  that  all  who  approved  of  what  w^8 
done  in  France  on  the  14th  of  July,  approved  likewife  of  every 
abufe  and  confufion  that  had  fince  occurred  in  that  country, 
and  not  only  approved,  but  wi(hed  the  people  of  England  to 
imitate  the  example ;  this  was  an  argument  againft  the  Unita- 
rians, as  uncandid  as  it  wasunjud  and  untrue.  He  would  tell 
the  Houfe  what  he  believed,  and  knew  to  be  the  cafe,  that  the 
UnitarianSi  and  thofe  who  figned  their  petition,  were  as  firm 
and  ileady  friends  to  the  conftitution  of  this  country,  as  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  or  any  fet  of  men  whatever.  But 
when  he  affirmed  this  in  their  favour,  it  would  not  furprife  him 
if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofed  him,  by  faying  it 
cannot  be,  for  he  wilj  quote  fomc  refolutions  of  fome^  other  fo- 
ciety  with  whom  th^y  have  no  connexion,  and  aflert  that  as 
they  equally  admire  the  overthrow  of  defpotifm  in  France, 
they  cannot  be  friends  to  England,  and  ought  to  be  flill  kept 
under  the  reilraint  of  thofe  perfecuting  penal  laws  which  are 
fuch  a  difgrace  to  our  ftatute  book  He  argued  for  the  repeal 
of  them,  upon  the  principle  that  when  laws  are  in  themfelves 
fo  bad,  though  few  dared  to  put  them  in  force,  yet  the  poffi- 
fclity  of  enforcing  them  ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  difcretion 
of  bigots.  He  infifted  that  the  Unitarians  were  inofFeniive  men ; 
if  they  were  not,  there  were  laws  by  which  they  could  and 
ought  to  be  puniihed.  He  ridiculed  Mr.  Burke's  idea  of  plots* 
He  dated  his  own  interference  as  a  very  trifling  fupport  to  the 
Unitarians,  whom  he  never  would  have  avowed  to  conne£l 
himfelf  wi^h,  had  their  motives  been  to  fubvert  the  conftitu- 
tion  ;  though  any  thing  he  could  fay  for  them  on  this  point, 
was  as  little  to  the  purpofe  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman's 
remarks  on  the  confiitution  of  France.  On  the  Birmingham 
xiots,  he  flated  how  far  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was 
miftaken  with  regard  to  Dr.  Prieftley,  who  abfolutely  was  not 
there>  and  difapproved  of  celebrating  the  14th  of  July,  and  yet 
the  property  of  him  and  his  friends  was  deftroyed,  while  that 
c^the  Chairman  of  the  Meeting,  who  was  not  an  Unitarian, 
as  well  as  others^  prefent,  remained  without  moledation.  It 
was  not  on  account  of  himfelf  or  the  Unitarians  that  he  wifhed 
thofe  laws  repealed  ;  they  liad  no  fears  on  that  fcore,  becaufc 
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they  knew  no  perfon  in  this  country  would  dare  to  put  them  In 
force  ;  they  could  not  be  called  laws ;  they  were  a  fort  of  non- 
defcriptf,  which  only  had  exiitence  by  continiirng  in  lethargy, 
and  if  ever  there  was  found  an  individual  infamous  enough  to 
roufe  them  into  aft  ion,  the  public  mind  would  repel  the  at- 
tempt, and  produce  their  immediate  annihilation.  He  knew 
there  was  not  a  common  informer  bad  enough  for  fuch  em« 
ployment,  yet  he  almoft  wifhed  for  a  profecution  of  the  kind» 
in  order  completely  to  have  thofe  laws  demolifhed. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid  a  few  words  in  explanation. 

Lord  NORTH  faid,  that  he  was  pleafed  at  the  mode  in 
which  his  right  honourable  friend  had  opened  the  bufmefs,  by 
confining  his  motion  to  the  repeal  of  the  9th  and  loth  of  King 
William  ;  though  it  always  gave  him  pain  to  differ  from  his 
right  honourable  friend,  he  muft  have  been  under  that  neceflity 
had  it  been  propofed  to  repeal  the  Tefl  and  Corporation  afts  ; 
for  while  the  aft  of  fettlement  remained,  and  the  line  of  fuc- 
ceiTion  from  the  Princefs  Sophia  was  preferved,  he  never  could 
fubmit  to  a  repeal  of  thofe  laws.  The  requeft  of  the  petition- 
ers was  fo  reafonable,  that  he  could  not  fee  any  grounds  of  op- 
pofition  to  it ;  all  the  boon  they  afked,  was  not  to  make  them 
criminal  for  afting  according  to  their  confciences  ;  not  to  make 
a  crime  of  deliberate  conviftion.  Toleration  was  a  principle 
agi  eed  to  on  all  hands  ;  why  then  begin  to  rcfufe  it  to  them  who 
had  done  nothing  to  forfeit  that  privilege  ?  nor  was  any  thing 
to  be  feared  from  them  that  fhould  render  them  liable  to  perfc- 
cution.  If  it  is  admitted  tha^  thofe  laws  are  too  bad  to  be  put 
in  execution,  can  there  be  a  (Ironger  reafon  for  repealing  them  ? 
Why  are  they  to  be  maintained  ? — Upon  what  principle  of  ex- 
pediency, policy,  or  juftice  ? — The  Unitarians  were  not  tur- 
bulent, or  feditious  men  ;  but  if  they  were,  have  we  hot  the 
fame  laws  to  govern  and  punifh  them  as  others  ?  With  regard 
to  the  time,  that  objcftion  had  no  weight  with  him  :  no  time 
could  be  improper  to  do  juftice,  or  proper  to  continue  injuf- 
tice ;  religion  was  not  to  l^e  defended  by  the  dead  letter  of  a 
d^d  law,  as  had  been  laid  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ; 
and  if  they  meant  to  aft  as  Chriftians,  let  them  follow  the  bare 
and  Ample  doftrines  of  Chrifl,  The  precept  that  enjoined  to 
**  love  your  neighbour  as  yourfelf,"  w^as  the  criterion  of  Chrif- 

tianity,  and  by  that  ftandard  he  had  no  objcftion  to  try  all  the 
Vol.  XXXIII.  F 
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laws  in  theftatute  bock,  apd  to  repeal  fuch  as  were  repugnant 
to  it,  which  heconfidered  thofe  in  queftion  to  be. 

Mr.  MITFORD  condenr^ned  the  conduct  of.  Dr.  Prieftley 
and  the. Unitarians.  He  was  of  opinion  that  no  man  ought  to 
propagate  doftrines  in  a  country  where  there  was  an  eftabliflied 
religion,  that  might  tend  to  difturb  the  peace  of  fociety.  He 
cornplained,  that  in  the  prefent  ftate;  of  the  country,  where  a 
ferment  univerfally  prevailed,  it  was  as  impolitic  to  agitate  the 
queftion,  ^s  if  a  repeal  of  the  penal  ftatutes  againft  the  Roman 
Catholics  was  brottght  forward  during  the  riots.  In  fine,  he 
objcfted  againft  the  motion  ;  firft,  becaufe  the  time  was  im- 
proper, ^s  the  minds  of  the  people  were  in  a  ftate  of  ferment ; 
fecondly,  becauf6  the  extent  of  the  motion  was  too  wide  ;  and 
laftly,  he  objedled  to  the  nature  and  fubftance  of  it,  as  con- 
nc6led  with  a  general  fyfttm  of  repealing  all  penal  ftatutes. 

Mr.  ADAM  contended,  that  the  three  grounds  of  objeflion, 
ftiated  by  his  honourable  and  learned  friend,  were  without  the 
leaft  foundation.  With  regard  to  the  extent  of  the  motion,  the 
orderly  and  regular  manner  in  which  it  was  brought  forward, 
obviated  that ;  becaufe,  when  in  a  Committee,  it  could  nieet 
with  the  difcuffion  it  required,  which  it  could  not  have  in  a 
Houfe.  As  to  the  nature  of  it,  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
faid,  that  though  repealing  thofe  laws  would  give  great  fatis- 
faclion  to  many,  it  would  give  much  difcontent  to  a  far  greater 
number  of  the  people  ;  but  this  he  did  not  believe.  He  was 
fure  the  Unitarians  had  no  fuch  opinions  as  were  afcribed  to 
them,  and  certainly  it  was  cruel  and  unjuft  to  blame  them  ^11 
in  a  body  for  the  doftrines  of  one  man  who  was  amongft  them. 
The  Houfe  feemed  to  be  fond  of  abufe  of  Dr.  Prieftley,  but  he 
knew  of  no  fuch  dangerous,  writings  and  doftrines  as  they 
charged  him  with.  If  any  fuch  exifted,  had  the  country  fo 
little  fpirit  as  to  pafs  them  over  with  impunity  ?  had  they  no 
laws  to  guard  the  conftitution  from,  fuch  attacks,  or  no  Attor- 
ney General  to  profccute  ^  He  then  referred  to  the  petitioners, 
whom  he  defcribed  to  be  very  refpeftable,  and  amongft  the 
names  ihould  point  out  many,  in  ai^d  out  of  that  Houfe,  who 
entertained  direftly  oppofite  principles,  different  religious  and 
different  political  fyftems,  both  with  regard  to  the  government 
and  conftitution  of  this  country  and  of  France.  That  the  time 
was.  improper,  certainly  could  not  be  ferioufly  urged  >  if  the 
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Houfe  would,  for  a  moment,  recollefl  the  great  fpcech  fo  ably 
delivered  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppolite,  on  open- 
ing his  budget,  they  certainly  could  not  have  forgotten  the  im- 
preffion  which  his  eloquence  left  on  their  mind^  that  day,  and 
which  muft  lofe  much  of  its  brilliancy  by  any  attempt  of  his 
to  recapitulate  the  dcfcription  which  was  then  given  of  riic 
happy  and  glorious  fituation  of  the  country,  when  its  treafury 
was  full,  its  refources  increafmg,  its  expenditure  diminifliing, 
and  taxes  leifened,    manufactures  flour ifhing,    and   indultry 
reaping  a fecure  and  ample  reward.     In  ftiort,  when  the  coun- 
try was  in  that  ftatc  of  univerfal  profperity  which  it  had  never 
enjoyed  1)efore  ;  was  this,  then,  the  time  when  we  were  to  be 
told  that  the  people  were  in  a  ftate  of  ferment,  or  that  it  Vms 
not  fit  for  us  to  be  doing  afts  of  humanity  and  juilice  r    With 
what  propriety  could  the  prefent  be  pronounced  a  period  im- 
proper for  reformation  r  This  was  a  fpccies  of  logic  which  he 
difavowed,  but  which  was  direfted  to  the  enemies  of  all  tole- 
ration and  reformation.     Upon  that  particular  ground  he  need 
add  nothing  farther  ;  his  duty  diftated  to  him  the  propriety  of 
delivering  his  fentiments  in  favour  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid>  he  now  rofe  to  give  his  reafons 
for  voting  againfl:  the  motion,  which  he  would  do  as  fhortly  as 
poffible.  If  there  exifted  any  laws  againft  general  toleration, 
and  it  was  propofed  tliat  thefe  (hould  be  repealed,  in  a  manner 
confiftent  with  the  fafety  of  the  conrtitution,  he  certainly  would 
vote  for  repealing  them  ;  but  he  begged  to  be  underftood,  his 
fpftem  of  toleration  would  always  be  regulated  by  the  exiiling 
circumftances,  and  the  times  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied. 
Thofe  ftatutes  had  flood  long,  and  were  thought  necefiary  by 
our  anceftors.  No  pra£lical  evil  had  ever  happened  from  them 
yet  to  any  defcription  of  men,  nor  was  likely  to  happen,  and 
danger  might  accrue  from  their  being  repealed  upon  many  oc- 
cafions  ;  nor  would  he  hefitate  to  fay,  that  there  was  juft  as 
much  reafon  to  be  apprehenfive  of  danger  now  as  at  any  former 
period.  Hitherto  it  had  always  been  thought  wife  to  obfervc 
extreme  caution  in  all  matters  of  religion,  and  particularly  to 
do  nothing  that  looked  like  an  attack  upon  the  eftablifhcd  reli- 
gion of  the  country,  a  policy  which  ought  never  to  be  departed 
from.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who  had  fpoken  fo  aWy 
on'the  Teft  and  Corporation  afts.  It  had  been  argued,  that, 
'  F  2 
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«'  Thesft'fe  not  an  Englifh  heart  that  would  not  leap 
*•  To  kear  that  ye  were  fallen  at  laft ;  to  know 
**  ThiBXttcn  ourenetoies,  fo  oft' employed 
•*  In  forging  chains  for  us,  themfelvcs  were  free* 

"  'Tis  the  caufe  of  man, 
*•  There  dwell  themoft  foriorn  of  human  kind, 

Immur'd  though  unaccus'd,  condemned  untry'd, 

CrueUy  fp^red,  and  hopelefs  of  efcape. 

**  Oh,  comfortlefs  exiftence !   hemm'd  around 

**  With  woes  which  who  that  fuffers  would  not  kneel 

And  beg  for  exile,  or  the  pangs  of  death  ? — 

That  man  fhbuld  thus  encroach  on  fellow  man. 

Abridge  him  of  his  juft  and  native  rights, 

Eiadicate  him,  tear  him  from  his  hold 

Upon  th'  endearments  of  domeftic  life 
•*  And  focial,  nip  his  fruitfulnefs,  and  ufe 
•*  And  doom  him,  for  perhaps  anheedlefs  word, 
*•  To  barrennefs,  and  folitude,  and  tears, 

••  Movos  indignation."- 

The  Task,  feookV^ 

After  having  repeated  thcfc  lines,  Jie  added,  in  the  language 
cf  the  poet,  that  there  was  not  an  Englifh  heart  which  would 
not  leap,  fc  hear  that  this  monument  of  arbitrary  power,  this 
abode  of  wretchednefs  and  defpair,  had  now  fallen.  He  had 
called  Paine's  book  a  libel  on  the  Englifh  conftitution,  and 
thought  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  book  a  libel  oun  the 
French  conftitution,  though  of  a  different  kind.  He  then  re- 
plied to  what  had  been  faid  or^the  Birmingham  bufinefs;  he  in- 
filled that  there  were  pra£iical  grievances,  and  ever  would  be, 
while  thofe  laws  remained.  He  faid,  he  had  heard  that  there 
were  thofe  who  defended  the  riots  at  Birmingham,  but  he  did 
not  expeS  to  have  found  them  in  that  Houfe.  He  maintained 
that  they  arofe  from  religious,  and  not  political  caufes.  He 
ftrongly  reprobated  the  idea  of  not  repealing  an  unjufl  and  dif- 
graceful  law,  lefl  fcandal  fhould  be  annexed  to  it.  If  tolera- 
tion was  now  grown  fo  limited,  that  fcandal  was  dreaded,  the 
country  was  degraded  beyond  the  loweft  democracy.  It  was 
abfurd  to  Iky,  that  the  repeal  ought  to  come  from  the  Bifhops, 
as  was  hinted  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  for  it  was  well 
known  they  had  fet  their  faces  againft  every  repeal  ^  and  to  fay 
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time,  he  had  been  very  uneafy  duriQg  the  grealor  partof  the 
debate,  particularly  towards  the  dofe  of  it.  He  had,  indeed^ 
heard,  before  he  came  in,  that  his  motion  was  likely  to  be  op- 
pofed,  but  what  the  grounds  of  oppodtion  were,  he  had  not 
the  lead  idea  of.  Now,  however,  all  was  out ;  for  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  on  the  bench  with  htm  had,  circuitoufly, 
and  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppoftte,  dirediy,  oppoled 
every  principle  and  fyftem  of  toleration,  in  a  manner  that  he 
never  could  have  expefted  from  either  of  them  in  that  Houfe. 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  follow  the  firft  right  honourable 
gentleman  through  all  the  extraneous  matter  he  introduced, 
for  certainly  his  motion  had  nothing  to  do  with  France,  which 
it  was  the  fafhion  with  fome  gentlemen  to  cram  into  every  de- 
bate. His  opinions  of  the  French  revolution  were  precifely 
the  fame  now  that  they  ever  were.  He  confidered  that  event 
as  highly  important  and  advantageous  to  this  country,  and 
to  the  world  in  general ;  and  that  right  honourable  gentleman 
knew  his  difpofition  too  well,  to  fuppofe  that  any  temporary 
and  accidental  defeat  that  the  French  might  fufFer  in  their 
ftruggle  for  liberty,  would  dagger  his  mind  with  regard  to  their 
fuccefs  in  the  refult.  Such  accidental  defeats  were  to  be  ex- 
pelled at  the  commencement  of  fuch  wars  ;  and  when  attacks 
were  made  by  raw  and  undifciplined  troops  :  but  thofe  defeats 

would  not  be  decidve  ;  and  fuch  had  been,  and  thefe  fenti  i 

#  ... 

ments  he  ftill  retained,  their  mutual  opinions  during  the  Ame- 
rican war.  He  had  heard  of  treachery,  perfidy,  and  unpro- 
voked rebellion,  and  the  demolitions  of  one  of  the  King's  for- 
trefles,  in  high  terms  ;  and  though  he  had  been  told  that  no 
two-legged  animal  could  be  found,  who  would  credit  the  old 
woman's  ftories  about  the  Baftile,  he  would  acknowledge  him- 
felf  to  be  that  animal.  He  knew  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man's tafte  for  poetry,  and  when  the  Baftile  was  mentioned,  a 
defcriftion  of  it  came  to  his  mind,  as  given  by  a  celebrated 
.  poet  of  our  country,  Cooper,  in  his  poem  of  the  Taflc  r 

**  Ye  horrid  towers,  th'  abode  of  broken  hearts, 
"  Ye  dungeons,  and  ye  cages  ofdefpair, 
*•  That  monarchs  have  fupplied,  from  age  to  age, 
**  With  mufic  fuch  as  fuits  their  fovercign  cars, 
"  The  fighs  and  groans  of  miferable  men ! 
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the  Magi{lrates>  it  mud  be  on  an  information  taken  under  his 
owndireftion. 

The  honourable  Captain  FINCH  faid,  he  underftood  the 
Condu6t  of  a  noble  relation  of  his  had  been  alluded  to  on  a  for- 
mer occafion  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Fox)  on 
the  fubjefl  of  the  riots,  and  he  was  fure  the  right  honourable 
gentleman's  candour  would  now  induce  him  to  explain  what 
he  had  formerly  faid,  or  whether  he  had  now  retrafted  it. 

Mr.  FOX,  after  prefacing  that  he  had  once  been  on  terms 
of  intipfiacy,  and  always  of  good  wiflies,  with  the  noble  perfoii 
alluded  to,  faid,  what  he  formerly  mentioned,  and  never  meant 
to  retra£ly  was,  that  a  handbill,  diflributed  amongft  the  rioters 
at  Birmingham,  with  the  name  of  that  nobleman  (Lord  Ayles- 
ford),  and  feveral  gentlemen  of  the  neighbourhood,  fubfcribed 
to  it,  addrefling  the  rioters  by  the  appellation  of  **  Friends  and 
fellow  Churchmen,"  expreffingno  difapprobation  of  what  they 
had  done,  telling  them  that  they  had  done  enough,  and  exhort- 
ing them  to  de^ft,  not  becaufe  they  were  violating  all  law  and 
juftice,  but  becaufe  the  lofs  muft  ultimately  fall  on  themfelves, 
was  difgraceful  to  th^  police,  the  charafter,  and  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  He  begged  leave  to  explain,  that  he 
was  not  one  of  thofe  who  blamed  the  extenfion  of  the  Royal 
mercy  to  one  of  the  rioters  who  was  capitally  convi6ted.  From 
all  he  had  heard,^  although  others  might  be  much  belter  inform- 
ed, it  was  a  cafe  that  deferved  the  Royal  mercy,  and  he  im- 
puted no  blame  to  Government  on  that  account. 

The  quellion  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided  on  Mr.  Fox's 
motion ; 

Ayes,  63  ;  Noes,  142.     Majority  againft  it,  79. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday y  in^th  May. 

i 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  having  moved  the  order  of  the 
day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  New  Foreft  bill, 

Mr.  HUSSEYfaid,  that  he  objedled  to  the  principle  on 
which  the  bill  was  founded.  He  admitted  that  it  had  a 
pUttfible  appearance,  and  its  objeA  could  not  fail  of  being  ^ 
popular,  as  it  was  to  procure  a  fupply  of  timber  for  the  ufe 
of  the  Royal  Navy.  But,  at  the.  fame  time,  he  was  con*, 
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Yincfed  that  it  tsever  would  anfwer  the  end  fot*  #lkich  it  wa» 
intended.  About  a  century  ago,  a  bill  on  f>recifely  the 
fame  principle  was  carried  through  Parliament;  it  direded 
that  2CX)0  acres  in  the  New  Foreft  fliould  be  inclofed  the 
firft  year^  and  aoD  every  year  after  for  20  years^  and  that 
they  fliould  be  planted  with  timber.  But  no'  public  adran- 
tage  was  derived  from  the  plan,  for  it  failed  in  toto.  The 
prefent  bill  was  nearly  a  tranfcript  of  the  former,  differing^ 
only  in  the  quantity  of  land  to  be  inclofed';  afimilar  failurs 
therefore  was  to  be  expefbed  from  it.  It  was  his  opinion^ 
that  the  only  way  to  render  the  New  Foreft  of  real  advan- 
tage to  the  Public,  would  be  to  fell  the  whole  of  it ;  and 
when  it  was  in  private  hands,  the  proprietors  would  find 
their  account  in  planting  it  and  rearing  timber  for  the  Navy. 
They  might  do  what  would  be  ftill  more  beneficial  to  th« 
Public,  they  might  cultivate  the  land,  grow  wheat,  and 
breed  cattle.  To  provide  timber  for  the  Navy  was  a  good 
thing;  but  to  provide  food  for  the  people  was  a  better.  He 
caufed  a  paragraph  from  the  report  of  the  Commiffioners  of 
the  CroWn  and  Foreft  Lands  to  be  ready  in  which  thefe 
gentlemen  ftated,  that  from  the  extenfionof  manufafiureS 
and  the  growing  population  of  the  country^  it  would  be* 
come  neceflary  to  extend  agriculture,  and  improve  as  much 
land  as  poffible,  fo  as  to  increafe  the  annual  growth  o£ 
wheat.  This  opinion,  he  faid,  applied  ftrohgly  to  the  cafe 
before  the  Houfe ;  and  if  it  was  adopted  with  refpe£l  to 
the  New  Foreft,  which  contained  115,000  acres,  an  im« 
menfe  quantity  of  wheat  might  be  raifed^  and  vaft  numbers 
of  cattle  bredy  which  would  furnifli  us  with  the  means  of 
procuring  a  fupply  of  timber  from  every  quarter  of  th« 
world,  where  there  was  anv  to  be  fold  fit  for  our  ufe.  If 
his  ideas  on  thi$  fubjefl  were  to  prevail,  the  whole  of  th« 
Crown  Lands  fliould  be  put  up  to  fale ;  and  the  money  ari<- 
fing,  from  it  fliould  be  vefted  in  the  Commiflioners  for  re- 
deeming the  public  debf,  who  fliould  be  dire£led  to  piir- 
ehafe  ftock,  the  intereft  on  which  fliould  be  fufiered  to  ac- 
cumulate during  the  prefent  reign,  and  after  the  demiie  of' 
His  Majefty,  go  to  his  fucceflSbr  in  fuch  proportion  as  fliould 
Vol.  XXXin.  C 
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be  agreed  upon  between  the  prefent  King  and  the  Heir  ap-' 
parent.  Mr.  Hufley  concluded  by  moving  that  the  hill 
fhould  be  read  a  third  time  this  day  three  months. 

Mr.  Qianccllor  PITT  obferved,  tliat  the  honourable 
gentleman  and  he  difFered  widely  with  refpedt  to  the  quef- 
tion,  "  In  which  way  might  the  land  in  the  New  Foreft 
"  be  employed  to  moft  advantage  to  the  Public  for  rearing 
**  timber,  in  private  hands,  or  in  thofe  of  the  nation.*'— 
The  honourable  gentleman  preferred  the  former,  he  him- 
felf  was  for  the  latter;  and  as  he  had  more  than  once  af- 
figned  his  reafons  for  this  preference,  he  t^'ould  not  trouble 
the  Houfe  at  this  time  with  a  repetition  of  them. 

The  queftjon  was  put  on  Mr.  Huffey's  motion,  which 
was  negatived  without  a  divifion ;  and  the  bill  was  immedi- 
ately read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  having  failed  in  his  attempt  to  get  rid  of 
the  whole  bill,  objefted  next  to  a  'particular  claufe  in  it, 
which  empowered  a  fmgle  Juftice  of  the  Peace  or  Verdarer 
of  tKe  Foreft,  to  convift  any  cottager  of  the  Foreft,  and' 
fine  him  'lol.  '  who  ftiould  be  charged  on  the  oath  of  one 
credible  witncfs,  with  having  cut  more  turf  for  fuel  than 
he  confumcd  in  his  own  cottage.  Now  his  great  objeftion 
to  this  claufe  was,  that  it  gave  a  Magiftrate  a  power,  not 
merely  of  punifliing  a  petfon  for  a  breach  of  the  Jaw,  but 
becaufe  it  empowered  him  in  a  fumnnary  way  to  decide  upon 
a  queftion  of  right  with  refpedt  to  property.  The  cottagers 
had  a  right,  not  difputed  by  the  Crown,  to  cut  turf  for 
ihcir  own  ufe;  they  alfo  claimed  a  right  to  cut  a  great  deal 
more,  which  they  might  either  fell  or  give  away  to  their 
friends.  A  Court  of  Law  was  the  proper  place  for  trying 
the  legality  of  that  claim;  a  Magiftrate  was  noti  proper 
perfon  to  determine  it ;  and  ftill  lefs  fhould  the  perfon  a6l* 
jng  up  to  the  extent  of  the  claim  be  fined  for  the  exercife  ot 
what  he  confidered  as  his  right.  He  obferved  that  thefe 
cottagers  were  not  treated  in  the  bill,  as  favourably  as  a 
noble  Earl  (Lonfdale)  who  had  petitioned  the  Hbufe  againft 
it,  hut  who  had  fince  withdrawn  his  petition,  having  re- 
ceived compenfation.     That  noble  Lord  laid  claim  to  a 
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right  to  cut  more  turf  than  was  confumed  in  his  three 
lodges  in  the  foreil;  and  on  condition  ofgiving  up  the  claim 
he  was  to  receive  compenfation. 

Mr.  Hufley  now  moved,  that  the  whole  of  this  claufe 
ihould  be  left  out* 

Mr.  ROSE  denied  that  the  noble  Earl  to  whom  the  ho- 
nourable Member  alluded,  had  received  any  compenfation 
fora  relinquiihmentofany  fuchclaim  ;rfor  he  was  not  intitlcd 
by  the  foreft  laws,  to  more  turf  than  could  be  confumed  in 
his  three  Iddges. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  the  qurflion  of  law, 
which  the  honourable  Member  concluded  ought  not  to  be 
left  to  the  decifion  of  a  Jufticeof  Peace,  could  not  poffihly 
arife  in  this  cafe*  The  cottagers  in  the  foreft  had  no  other 
right  of  turbary,  than  fuch  as  was  common  to  all  copy- 
holders, or  perfons  entitled  to  commonage.  They  could 
cut  as  much  turf  as  was  neceflary  for  their  own  ufe,  and  no 
more.  The  claufe  was  intended  to  arm  the  Magiftrate 
with  pow€r  to  punifh  fuch  as  ihould  exceed  that  mea- 
fure. 

After  fome  converfation,  Mr.  Hufley's  motion  was  re- 
je&eif  and  the  bill  was  pafled,  and  ordered  up  to  the  Lords. 

The  Weftminfter  Police  bill  was  re-committed,  and  pro- 
duced a  tedious  and  defultory  converfation. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  as  fome  additional  claufes  were  to  b« 
introduced,  he  would  not  ftate  his  obje£lions  to  the  bill, 
until  it  fliould  have  come  out  of  the  Committee.  On  the 
report,  he  would  give  fuch  reafons  for  putting  off  the  confi- 
deration  of  it  to  the  next  feiTion,  as  appeared  to  him  to  be 
ilrong  and  conclufive. 

The  converfation  that  enfued  turned  principally  upon 
two  points.  One  was  the  influence  which  the  Magiftrates, 
afting  under  this  bill,  might  derive  from  it  in  times  of  elec- 
tion of  Members  to  ferve  for  Weftminfter.  The  other  was 
a  new  claufe  propofed  by  Mr.  Burton,  for  empowering 
the  conftahles  to  apprehend^fuch  perfons  as  could  not  giv« 
a  good  account  of  .themfelves,  and  the  Magiftrates  to  com- 
mit and  punifii  them  as  incorrigible  rogues  and  vagabonds^ 

G  2 
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allowing  them,  however,  an  appeal  from  the  decifion  of 
jthe  Juflices  to  the  quarter  feffions,  and  the  right  pf  giving 
bail  for  their  appearance  to  pjrofecute  fuch  appeal. 

Some  gentlemen  were  of  opinipn,  that  the  Magiftr:^tef 
employed  under  this  a&  ought  nqt  only  to  be  difqus^lified 
from  voting  at  an  eleflion  for  Weftrainfter,  but  even  fof 
interfering  diredly  or  indire£lly  in  fujch  eledlion^  except 
for  the  purpofe  of  preferying  the  peace.  Others  though): 
that  it  would  be  a  har/h  meafure  to  deprive  men  of  the  elecr 
tive  franchife  before  they  had  abuied  it. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUN  DAS  was  of  this  opinion;  he  (aid| 
however,  that  if  a  claufe  was  drawn  up,  which  would  gQ 
to  the  full  length  of  guarding  againfl  ai>  improper  interfer- 
ence of  Magiitrates  at  ele£tiops  for  Weftminfter,  but  with? 
out  going  beyond  that  principle,  hp  would  rather  zAi^pt  it 
than  run  the  rifle  of  Ipfing  the  benefit  which  th^  Ppljce  of 
this  city  would  derive  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  undertopk  to  prepare  fuch  a 
claufe,  which  he  faid  he  would  offer  to  this  Houfe  when  the 
report  of  the  bill  (hould  be  taken  into  confi deration. 

With  reipefi  t<j  the  claufe  for  apprehending  idle  perfons^ 
^ho  were  known  to  live  by  di(honeft  pra6lices,  it  appeared 
(o  fome  gentlemen  to  give  a  greater  power  to  Magiflrates 
than  jit  was  fafe  to  give  tp  any  individual  or  bpdy  of  men 
^whaitever. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  faid,  th^t  fome  fuch  plaufe  as 
this  was  abrpliitely  iieceiTary  for  the  purpofe  of  giving  effi- 
cacy to  tl^e  bill.  The  officers  pf  Police  cpuld  point  to  hun* 
dreds  pf  perfon  who  lived  folely  by  picking  pockets  and 
other  felonious  a£ts,  and  yet  were  fuffered  to  walk  the 
Areets  in  open  day,  to  colledl  about  the  dpprs  of  all  places 
pf  public  amufement,  and  to  ppncert  plans  for  committing 
felonies.  As  the  law  Aands  at  prefent,  thefe  perfons  could 
not  be  taken  up,  until  they  were  charged  with  having  ac* 
tually  been  guilty  pf  a  breach  pf  the  law.  As  prevention 
^as  better  than  punifhment,  fuch  a  claufe  as  this  muft  be 
^f  great  ufe,  as  it  would  compel  idle  vagabonds  to  have  t9^_ 
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courfe  to  honeft  induftry  for  their  fupp<frt  or  to  be  treated  as 
incorrigible  rogues. 

It  was  agreed  at  laft,  that  the  claulc  (hould  be  admitted 
for  the  prefent ;  that  the  whole  bill^  With  the  amendmeiitSy 
fliould  be  printed,  and  fubmitted  on  the  report  to  a  full 
difcuffion  in  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  CATOR  wanted  to  have  the  ezpenee  of  the  eftab* 
liihnients  under  this  bill,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  civil  lift. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  charges  already  upon 
the  civil  lift  were  as  great  as  it  could  bear;  any  addition  to 
them  would  only  produce  a  debt  which  Parliament  would 
hereafter  fee  the  ncceffity  of  difcharging.  It  was  befl, 
therefore,  that  the  Magiftrates  to  be  appointed  under  the 
bill,  ihould  be  paid  at  once  out  of  theconfolidated  fund. 

The  point  being  at  length  given  up  by  Mr.  Cater,  tlie 
bill  was  carried  through  the  Committee,  and  the  Houfe  was 
refumed. 

The  report  was  immediately  brought  up,  and  the  Houfe 
ordered  that  it  Ihould  be  taken  into  confideration  on  Thurf- 
4ay  next;  and  that  in  the  mean  time  afufficient  number  of 
(Copies  of  it  fhould  be  printed  for  the  ufe  of  the  Members. 

Mr.  GREY  rofe,  and  moved,  *«  That  an  humble  ad* 
^<  drefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  that  he  will  be  graci* 
>'  oufly  pleafed  to  give  diredions  that  there  be  laid  before 
**  this  Houfe  a  copy  of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  con- 
f*  eluded  in  December  laft,  between  the  Court  of  Peterf* 
ff  burgh  and  the  Ottoman  Porte." 

Ordered. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  OF  SCOTLAND  re. 
minded  the  Houfe^  that  when  an  honourable  gentleman 
(whofe  abfence  he  regretted)  had  brought  forward  the  fub- 
jedk  of  the  Royal  Scotch  burghs,  that  honourable  gentleman 
had  intimated  meafures  that  would  tend  not  to  reform  but 
abfolutely  to  fubvert  the  ancient  conftitution  of  all  the  Royal 
burghs  of  Scotland.  That  in  the  courfe  of  the  difcuilions 
he  had  flated  to  that  honourable  gentleman  in  what  parti- 
cular their  conftitution  was  defeftive,  and  had  declared  his 
teadinefs  to  cpncur  with  him  in  any  fingle  mcafure  that  th» 
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honourable  gentleman  would  propofe  for  applying  a  remedy 
to  that  admitted  defedl.  He  had  waited  from  that  time  with 
impatiencey  expedling  that  the  honourable  gentleman  would 
have  met  him  upon  the  ground  he  had  ftated,  and  would 
have  brought  forward  fome  fpecific  meafure  or  other  adapt- 
ed to  the  nature  of  the  cafe.  That  not  having  happened, 
it  only  remained  for  him  to  come  forward  with  fome  pro- 
pofition  himfelf.  He  rofe,  therefore,  for  the  purpofe  of 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  on  tlie  fubje(9,  and  his 
purpofe  would  be,  not  to  fubvert  all  or  any  part  of  the  pre- 
fent  fyftem  of  Government  as  it  obtained  in  the  Royal 
Scotch  burghs,  but  to  reftore  it  to  what  it  anciently  had 
been. 

He  detailed  the  mann<?r  in  which  the  accounting  for  the 
revenues  of  the  Scotch  burghs  flood  at  the  period  of  the  re- 
volution, ftated  the  degree  in  which  it  had  been  altered  by 
the  bill  of  1693,  folir  years  fubfequent  to  the  revolution, 
and  by  the  adl  of  union  at  the  commencement  of  the  prefent 
century ;  and  declared,  that  his  objeft  was  to  render  the 
Magiftrates  amenable  for  their  condudl,  with  regard  to  the 
revenues,  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland.  1  hat 
another  objeft  was,  in  order  to  guard  againft  the  Magiftrates 
being  harafTed  with  litigious  and  vexatious  profecutions, 
he  meant  to  infert  a  claufe  obliging  profecutors  to  give  fe- 
curity  for  the  payment  of  cofts,  in  cafe  their  libels  were  not 
found  proven.  A  third  objedl  was  in  levying  each  cefs  or 
tax,  to  oblige  the  Magiftrates  to  fpf?cify  the  proportion  pay- 
able by  each  inhabitant,  and  to  ttate  diftinftly  the  grounds 
on  which  the  money  was  levied.  Thefe  he  took  to  be  the 
only  points  that  eftentially  required  a  legiflative  remedy, 
and  therefore  he  concludejd  with  moving,  that  a  bill  be 
brought  in,  **  for  the  better  regulating  the  mode  of  ac- 
**  counting  for  the  common  good  and  revenues  of  the  Royal 
**  burghs  of  Scotland.'* 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  faid,  as  his  honourable  friend 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  was  neceftacily  abfent  on  a  moft  unpleafant 
buftnefs,  he  lK)ped  the  learned  Lord,  after  he  had  brought 
in  his  bill,  would  print  it,  and^low  time  enough  between 
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the  firft  and  fecond  readings  not  only  for  his  honourable 
friend  to  be  able  to  ftate  how  far  the  meafure  met  his  expec  • 
tations^  but  for  the  bill  to  be  fent  down  to  Scotland,  that 
the  opinions  of  thofc  who  were  to  be  principally  affe£i« 
ed  by  thebill^  might  be  known  and  underftood  prerious  to 
the  proceeding  with  it  any  farther* 

Sir  JAMES  ERSKINE  St.  CLAIR  alfo  hoped  that  pro- 
per  time  would  be  allowed. 

The  motion  was  ftated  from  the  chair,  and  upon.the  quef- 
tioh  put,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  gave  notice,  that  on  this  day  fe'n- 
night  he  would  make  a  motion  refpetSling  the  riots  which 
took  place  at  Birmingham  laft  fummer. 

Mn  Secretary  DUNDAS  lifted  the  honourable  gentle- 
man would  be  fo  good  as  to  give  fome  intimation  of  thena* 
ture  and  tendency  of  hfs  intended  motion.  At  the  fame 
time  he  Ottered  himfelf,  that  the  good  fenfe  of  the  honour* 
able  Member  would,  on  more  mature  reflection,  determine 
him  not  to  make  any  motion  at  all  upon  the  fubjed^  of 
thofe  riots.  He  had  not  a  doubt  of  the  good  intentions  of 
the  honourable  Member  ;  but  as  no  one  could  anfwer  for 
events  and  confequences,  and  as  the  flame  of  thofe  riots  had 
fubfided,  he  fubnlitted  to  the  honourable  Member,  whe* 
ther  it  would  be  prudent  to  revive  the  memory  of  thofe  dif* 
agreeable  occurrences  by  any  new  difcuflion. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  was  rifmg  to  give  an  anfwer> 
when 

Mr.  BOU  VERIE  rofe,  and  begged  the  Chair  would  not 
fufFer  a  debate  to  take  place  upon  a  bare  notice  of  a  motion^ 
and  when  there  was  not  a  motion  before  the  Houfe. 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  he  certainly  would  not  fuflfer  fuch 
an  irregularity  to  take  place ;  but  as  he  thought  the  honour- 
able Member  (Mr.  Whitbread)  was  going  only  to  flate 
what  was  to  be  the  ground  of  his  motion,  it  did  not  occur 
to  him  that  it  would  have  been  diforderly  to  fuffer  him  to 
do  fo. 

Mf.  WrtlTBREAD  then  rofe  again,  and  faid,  that  he 
could  not  at  that  moment  ftate  what  would  be  the  precife 
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ohjed  of  his  motion)  as  he  had  not  yet  formed  it  in  his  own 
mind ;  but  it  would  relate  to  the  riots  that  had  taken  plac* 
at  Birmingham  during  the  fummer.  As  to  the  queflion  of 
prudeiKe^  Whether  any  motion  at  all  Ought  to  be  made  oa 
that  fubjedi  at  this  time,  he  had  fully  made  up  fits  mind  on 
that  head,  and  he  meant  to  perfevere  in  the  notice  fl'hich  he 
had  given. 
TheHoufe  adjourned. 

^uefday^  lyhAfay. 

The  SPEAKER  ftated,  that  the  Houfc  of  Lords  had  m- 
troduced  a  claufe  into  a  Canal  bill,  which  would  cramp  and 
fetter  the  proceedings  of  that  Houfe,  in  cafe  a  bill  for  a 
Rochdale  navigation  fhould  ever  be  propofed  and  ordered  ; 
and  as  it  was  not  ufual  for  the  Houfe  to  fu£Fer  any  claufe 
of  the  nature  in  queftion  introduced  by  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
to  pafs,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  call  their  attention  to  the 
circumfiance. 

Mr.  STANLEY  moved,  that  the  queftion,  "  That  this, 
*^  Houfe  do  agree  to  the  (aid  amendment,"  be  adjourned  to 
this  day  three  months,  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Stanley  then  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  new 
bill. 

Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

ffednefdayj  i6th  May. 

The  Committee  on  £be  Public  Income  and  Expenditure 
was,  upon  motion,  deferred  to  Wednefday  next. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thur/day,  I'jth  May. 

The  honourable  THOMAS  PELHAM  rofe  in  confor- 
mity to  the  notice  he  had  given  of  his  intention  to  move  for 
fome  additional  reward  for  the  long  and  faithful  fervices  of 
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the  clerk  afliftant*     Mr.  Pelham  ftated,    that  the  honour- 
able gentleman  had  held  his  office  for  twenty-four  vears^ 
the  emoluments  of  which,    when  compared  with  the  fer- 
rices,    could  not  but  be  matter  of  aftoni/hment  to  every 
Member.     Had  the  honourable  gentleman  continued  in  the 
pra£lice  of  his  profeflion,  Mr.  Pelham  faid,  he  certainly 
would  have  obtained  confiderably  greater  emoluments  thha 
by  the  office  he  now  held ;  and  had  he  been  a  Member  of 
that  Houfe,  he  would  have  been  one  of  its  brighteft  orna* 
ments.     His  objeft  was  not  to  increafe  the  falary  of  the  of- 
fice, but  to  cotifine  the  remuneration  he  meant  to  move  for 
to  the  honourable  gentleman,  whofefervices  highly  merited 
the  confideration  of  the  Houfe;  and  that  the  Houfe  fhould 
a£l  as  it  ought  for  its  own  dignity,    the  propofal  he  (hould 
ofier  would  be  an  addrefs  to  His  Majefty  for  a  recompence, 
which  recompence  ihould  not  be  drawn  from  the  civil  lift^ 
but  be  defrayed  by  the  Houfe.     He  concluded  by  mov* 

"  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majcfty> 
"  that  he  will  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  diredions  for 
"  making  fome  farther  recompence  to  John  Ley,  Efq»  for 
<<  his  long  and  meritorious  fervices  as  clerk  affiilant  of  this 
«  Houfe,  and  to  aflure  His  Majefty,  that  this  Houfe  will 
"  make  good  whatever  fum  His  Majefty  will  order  to  be  if- 
**  fued  for  that  purpofe." 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  rofe  to  fignify  his  entire  concur-* 
rence  with  the  whole  of  what  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man had  exprefled,  and  to  declare,  that  if  any  thing  more 
were  neceflary  to  be  added,  it  would  beonly  a  mark  of  the 
competition  that  every  Member  of  the  Houfe  muft  feel  in 
the  race  of  reward  to  dillinguifhed  merit. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  could  not  poffibly  let  a  queftion  of 
that  kind  pafs  in  filence.  He  therefore  rofe  to  declare^  that 
he  never  gave  a  vote  with  greater  fatisfadlion,  being  con- 
fcious  that  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  was  the  fubje6k 
of  it,  merited  the  thanks,  approbation,  and  liberal  regard  of 
the  Houfe. 

Carried  nem.  con. 

VoL.xxxni.  H 
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The  faid  addrefs  was  ordered  to  be  prefentcd  to*  His  Ma- 
jefiy  by  fuch  Members  as  are  of  His  Majefty's  Privy  Coun- 
cil. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read,  "  that  the  report 
**  of  the  Ram fgate  Harbour  bill  be  now  taken  into  confide- 
"  ration," 

Sir  EDWARD  KNATCHBULL,  after  having  flated 
feveral  objedlions  in  the  name  and  on  the  part  of  the  Truf- 
tees  of  the  Harbour,  who  wiflied  the  bill  to  be  deferred  to 
the  next  feflion,  moved  an  amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,**  for  the  purpofe-  of  fubftituting  the  words 
**  this  day  three  months." 

A  converfation  enfued  between  Alderman  Curtis,  Sir 
Watkin  Lewes,  Mr.  Thornton,  Mr.  Filmer  Honeywood, 
Mr.  Brook  Watfon,  and  other  Members,  after  which  the 
que  ft  ion  was  put  and  negatived." 

Mr.  F.  HONEYWOOD,  though  a  friend  to  the  bill, 
was  defirous  that  it  fliould  be  re-troramitted*,  to  amend 
fomeclaufcs;  he  therefore  moved,  that  the  bill  be  recom- 
mitted. 

•A  divifion  enfued  on  this  motion,  which  was  alfo  negativ- 
ed, there  being 

Ayes,  24;^  Noes,  38.     Majority  14. 
When  the  claufe  was  read  for  appointing  the  Members  in 
Parliament  for  Ports,  Truflees  to  the  Harbour, 

Mr.  F.  Honeywood,  and  other  gentlemen  objefled  to  it, 
upon  the  principle  that  thofe  who  had  the  examination  into 
the  expenditure  of  money,  ought  not,  in  virtue  of  their 
right  to  examine,  to  have  any  fliare  in  the  expenditure;  in 
other  words,  that  they  ought  not  to  decide  on  their  own 
condu£l. 

Sir  WILLIAM  DOLBEN  fpoke,  and  rejoiced  that  fo 
refpedlable  a  body  as  the  Trinity  Houfe  had  undertaken 
the  fuperintendjjnce  of  the  clearance  of  Ramfgate  Harbour. 
The  queftion  was  put,  and  the  claufe  negatived,  by  a  di- 
vifion of,       ,/ 

Ayes,  26;  Noes^  31.     Majority  againft  the  claufe,  5. 
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The  bill  was  then  gone  through,  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
groffed.^ 

In  converfation  between  Mr.  Fox,  Mr.  Ryder,  and  Mr. 
Chancellor  Pitt,  it  was  agreed  to  debate  the  Sugar  bill  on 
the  report. 

The  Houfe,  purfuant  to  the  order  of  the  day,  refolved  ' 
itfelf  into  the  Committee,  and  went  through  the  bill  with 
feveral  amendments. 

A  divifion  took  place  on  the  exportation  prohibiting 
claufe. 

Mr.  RYDER  moved  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  re- 
fined fugar,  when  the  price  fhould  rife  above  fixty  fhilllngs 
jper  hundred  weight. 

This  fum  was  contended  by  Alderman  Watfon  to  be  too 
high. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  faid,  th^  he  was  much  afto- 
niihed  to  hear  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Ryder)  .that  the  bill  then  under  conflderation  was  not  intended 
to  reduce  the  price  of  fugar  ;  becaufe,  'independent  of  the 
juftobjeftions  and  reafonable  apprehenfions  ftated  by  the  fu- 
gar refiners,  there  were  another  defcription  of  perfons,  infi- 
nitely more  numerous,  who  had  felt  confiderable  uneafinefs 
on  the  fubjeS,  and  were  deeply  interefted  in  the  queftion, 
namely,  the  fugar  confumers.  That  body  of  gentlemen  had 
deputed  a  Committee,  compofed  of  wife,  moderate,  and 
well-informed  men,  who  had  explored  every  corner  of  the 
world,  in  hopes  of  eftablifliing  a  fupply  of  this  now  neceflary 
article,  and  who  had  been  honoured  with  feveral  conferences 
on  this  fubjeft  with  the  Minifter. 

That  body  of  gentlemen  had  finally  trufted  to  the  equity  of 
Parliament  for  fubftantial  relief,  contenting  themfelves  with 
a  public  proteft  againft  this  bill,  as  altogether  inefficacious. 
Sir  James  added,  that,  for  one,  he  did  not  entirely  lean  to  the 
extreme  of  this  ftatement,  much  lefs^was  he  inclined,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  refufe  to  the  Weft-India  growers  their  fair 
claim,  and  perhaps,  he  might  add,  in  their  prefent  circum- 
ftances,  their  particular  claim  to  the  attention  and  proteftion 
of  Parliament ;  but  he  was  warranted  in  believing,  that  40s. 
ought  to  be  the  ultimate  price  of  this  bill,  and  no  more,  a9 

H  a 
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a  calculation  for  eighteen  years,  viz.  from  1774.  to  1791,  e!5C- 
cluding,  on  the  one  hand,  a  few  preceding  years,  when  fu- 
gars  were  unreafonably  low,  and  including^  on  the  other, 
the  two  laft  years,  when  fugars  were  extravagantly  dear,  fixed 
the  average  price  at  38s.  3d,  per  cent.  only. 

Sir  James  Sandcrfon  alfo  added,  that,  from  all  his  obfer- 
vations  on  jthis  fubjeft,  and-  from  the  practical  knowledge 
which  he  poireffed,  he  had  no  doubt,  that  whatever  was  the 
limit  of  price  at  which  exportation  (hould  flop,  would  be 
very  nearly  the  adtual  price  to  the  home  confumer. 

In  this  opinion,  he  wifhed  to  impute  nothing  like  an  im- 
proper conduft  to  the  Weft-India  importers :  they  were  men, 
he  acknowledged,  of.  the  high^ft  mercantile  rank  ;  poiTefled, 
in  the  higheft  degree,  of  fterling  integrity,  and,  of  courfe, 
incapable  of  ufing .unworthily  the  force  of  a  monopoly,  much 
lefs  of  defcending  to  the  defpicable  tricks  of  .combination  ; 
and  yet,  in  duty  to  their  employers,  they  would  be  found  in- 
dividually, and  without  any  concert,  to  produce  that  mif- 
chievous  efFe£l  ;  becaufe  they  had  not  only  the  exclufive  fup- 
ply,  but  an  accurate  and  perfed  knowledge  of  the  whole  de- 
mand. 

He  alfo  obferved,  that  (hould  this  conclufion  be  ftilh  dif- 
puted,  the  export  buyer,  fo  long  as  he  was  allowed  to  remain, 
would  infallibly  be  able,  in  addition  to  thefe  confiderations, 
to  make  the  price  as  clofe  as  was  poflible  to  the  boundary  line  ; 
becaufe  the  evidence  at  the  bar  had  proved,  that  whenever 
there  was  that  demand,  the  market  rofe,  and  fell  again  when 
he  was  gone. 

For  thefc  reafons,  and  principally  becaufe  that  fcven-eights 
at  leaft  of  the  whole  confumption  was  ufed  in  Great  Britain, 
whilft.the  price  they  were  to  pay  was  fixed  by  the  other  eighth 
confumed  abroad,  at  fo  much  lefs  as  will  be  the  difference 
between  the  bounty  allowed  by  Government  and  the  (hipping 
charges.  Sir  James  declared,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppofe 
the  prefent  bill  in  all  its  ftages  ;  for,  inclined  as  he  certainly 
was  to  give  to  His  Majefty's  prefent  Minifters  his  cordial  fup- 
-port,  as  thinking  their  general  meafures  both  wife  and  falu- 
tary,  he  (hould  be  always  equally  ready  to  oppofe  them,. 
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when  they  appeared  to  him,  as  in  the  prefent  inftance,  to  be 
wrong. 

Mr.  Alderman  WATSON  now  propofed  an  amendment, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  fixty,"  for  the  purpofe  of  infening 
the  words  "  fifty-five." 
This  amendment  was  carried,  the  numbers  being, 
Ayes  (for  the  word  fixty)    -        15 
Noes        «        -        -         -        37 

Majority  for  fifty-five       -       22 
Ordered  the  report  to  be  made  on  Monday. 
The  Houfe  adjourned* 

^  Fridajy  iZth May. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  farther  confideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Weftmiufter  Police  bill  being  read, 

Mr.  FOX  rofe  briefly  to  ftate  his  obje6iions  to  the  bill. 
It  contained  a  dangerous  innovation  in  principle.  The  po* 
lice  of  this  country  was  we.ll  adminiftered  in  the  ordinary 
mode  by  gentlemen  who  undertook  to  difcharge  the  duty 
without  deriving  any  emolument  from  it,  and  in  the  fafeft 
way  to  the  freedom  of  the  fubjcdi,  becaufe  thofe  gentle- 
men being  under  no  particular  obligation  to  the  executive 
power,  could  have  no  particular  intereft  in  perverting  the 
law  to  oppreflion.  To  appoint  a  fet  of  Juftices  with  fala- 
ries  from  Government,  and  confequefitly  to  a  certain  de- 
gree, undsr  influence,  was  to  change  the  long-eftablifhcd 
praftice,  and  to  introduce  a  new  principle,  which  might 
be  indefinitely  extended  under  various  pretexts,  and  the  ef- 
fefls  of  Virhich  no  man  could  forefee.  A  fufficient  cafe  had 
not  been  made  out  to  warrant  fuch  a  change.  It  was  not 
even  fhewn  that  the  bill  would  remedy  the  abufes  alledged  as 
the  ground  for  bringing  it  in.  It  contained  a  claufe,  ena- 
bling thefenew  Magiftrates  to  bring  perfons  before  them  to 
inquire  into  their  chara£lers  and  intentions,  and  commit 
them  to  prifon  on  foch  an  inquiry.  This  was  a  power  preg- 
nant with  abufe;  and  thofe  who  were  likely  to  be  the  ob- 
jeftsofit,  the  lower clafTes  of  people,  had  feldom  the  means 

2  ^ 
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of  applying  for  redrefs  againft  ab'ufe  of  power;  they  were 
entitled  to  the  peculiar  prote6bion  of  the  Legiflature  in  every 
law,  by  which  they  could  be  affeSed.  On  thefe  grounds, 
that  a  fuSicient  cafe  had  not  been  made  out  to  warrant  a  de- 
parture from  the  general  praflice,  and  that  the  bill  might, 
perhaps^  be  a  greater  evil  than  that  which  it  was  intended 
to  remove  ;  he  hoped  the  Houfe  would  take  farther  time  to 
confider  of  it;  and  moved,  that  the  fecond  reading  of  the 
amendments  be  poftponed  for  three  months. 

JNJr.  BURTON  faid,  the  bill  was  intended  to  relieve  the 
lower  clafles  of  people  frorfi  the  vexations  and  oppreflions  to 
which  they  were  now  fubjeft  by  the  pradices  of  the  trading 
Juftices.  It  contained  no  novelty  in  principle,  for  the  I2th 
of  Richard  II.  which  required  Juftices  to  lit  for  three  days 
in  feffions,  provided  that  they  fliould  be  paid  at  the  rate  of 
four  ftiillings  a  day;  afum  very  fufficient  at  the  time  it  was 
granted,  and  which  was  ftill  paid.  If,  therefore,  the  po- 
lice of  Weftminfter  required  that  the  Juftices  fliould  fit  every 
day,  it  was  no  innovation  in  point  of  principle  to  enaft, 
that  they  fliould  be  paid  in  proportion  to  their  trouble. 

This  would  not  add  to  the  influence  of  the  Crown;  for 
if  a  corrupt  Minifter  were  to  attempt  the  perverfion  of  juf- 
tice,  where  could  he  find  fitter  tools  than  thofe  whofe  daily 
praftice  was  at  prefent  an  abufe  ofjuftice?  The  particular 
claufe  objedled  to  was  eafily  feparable  from  the  bill,  and  he 
could  have  wiflied.it  to  have  been  the  objf£l  of  a  feparate 
a6l,  but  he  could  not  fee  that  it  had  any  tendency  to  op- 
preflion,  and,  with  fome  amendment,  thought  it  would  bo 
uuobjecSionable. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  that  the  bill  was  a  direft  inno^ 
vation  in  point  of  practice,  for  it  was  well  known  that  the 
ofiice  of  Juftice  was  executed  all  overEngland  gratuitoufly. 
The  difcretionary  powers  granted  to  Juftices  of  the  Peace 
were  in  many  cafes  exorbitant,  and  to  be  endured  only  in 
confideration  of  the  perfonsto  whom  they  were  granted. — 
\Vas  it  fit  to  grant  all  thefe  powers,  and  more,  to  a  new 
dcfcription  of  Magiftrates  appointed  by,  and  receiving  fala^ 
re§  from,  the  Crown  ?     He  went  at  foine  length  into  the 
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objedions  both  to  the  general  principle,  and  the  particular 
claufe.  ~  I 

.     Mr.  WILBERFORCE  replied  to  Mr.  Windham ;  and 
the  Houfe  divided, 

For  poftponing  the  bill         -         37 
Againft  poftponing  it         -  50 

The  amendments  were  then  gone  through  ;  and  a  fecond 
debate  took  place  on  the  claufe  above  mentioned,  Mr.  Dun- 
das,  Mr.  Burton  and  Mr.  Halhed  arguing  in  fupport  of  ity 
on  the  ground  that  it  was,evidently  neceflary  in  Weftmin- 
fter,  and  only  an  extenfion  of  an  eftablifhed  principle;  Mr. 
Fo}f,  Mr.  Windham  and  Sir  J.  S.  Erikine  againft  it,  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  no  inftance  in  the  law  of  England  of 
hearing  evidence  on  a  man's  general  chara^er,  with  a  vievr 
of  fubje^ling  him  to  punifliment. 

The  claufe,  with  fome  amendments,  was  carried,  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  engroiled  and  read  a  third  time  on 
Monday. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^   2ijl  May. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  brought  up  the  report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  make  inquiries  into  abufes  attend- 
ant on  the  drawing  of  a  ftate  lottery,  and  made  fe  vera!  ob- 
fervations  on  it.  He  gave  notice  that  next  ftifTion  he  ihould 
fubmit  reafons  to  the  Houfe  which  he  trufted  would  induce 
them  to  difcontinue  this  deftrudlive  mode  of  fupporting  the 
revenue;  at  ^the  prefent  time  he  Ihould  move  only  that  this 
report  do  lie  upon  the  table.  The  queftion  being  put,  it  was 
ordered  accordingly. 

Sir  WILLIAM  DOLBEN  faid  that  from  the  ftate  in 
which  the  queftion  of  this  hateful  traffic  ftood  in  the  Houfe 
of  Lords,  it  became  neceflary  for  him  to  renew  a  bill  which 
he  had  annually  the  honour  to  bring  In  for  the  regulation  of 
the  mode  of  tranfporting  negroes  from  the  coaft  of  Africa 
to  the  Britifli  plantations  and  colonies.  This  bill  would 
expirein  Auguft.     He  therefore  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
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in  his  bill  in  the  ufual  form/  to  continue  for  a  limited  time 
the  law  now  in  force  for  the  regulation  of  the  trade  for  car- 
rying negroes  from  the  coaft  of  Africa  to  our  Weft-India 
colonies  and  plantations.     Ordered. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  appeared  at  the  bar  with  a  proclama- 
tion delivered  to  him  by  the  King.     It  was  brought  up  and 

read. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  doubted  whether  any  thing  more  was 
rieceflary  for  that  Houfe  than  to  thank  his  Majefty  for  his 
gracious  communication. 

The  proclamation  was  then  ordered  to  be  taken  into  conG- 
4eration  on  Friday  next. 

A  petition  was  prefentedon  behalf  of  ^°™^proteftant  Dif- 
ftnters  of  the  town  of  Birmingham,  truftees  of  the  new 
meeting-houfe  which  had  been  deftroyed  in  the  riots  there, 
and  for  the  deftrudlion  of  which  no  compenfation  could  be 
recovered  againft  the  Hundred,  on  account  of  the  regifter 
required  by  the  Toleration  adl  not  being  to  be  found. 

The  SPEAKER  obferred,  that  by  the  regular  courfe  of 
the  proceedings  of  that  Houfe  this  petition  could  not  be  re- 
ceived. It  was  a  private  petition,  according  to  the  rules 
under  which  petitions  were  regularly  clafled,  and  the  day 
was  palled  for  receiving  private  petitions.  There  was,  how- 
ever, an  expedient  that  might  be  adopted,  which  would 
reach  the  juftice  of  the  c;ife.  A  petition  might  be  prefented, 
praying,  that  leave  might  be  given  to  prefent  this  petition. 
The  Houfe  might  grant  that  leave,  and  then  the  petition  in 
queftion  would  come  regularly  before  the  Houfe.  This  pe- 
tition on  the  matter  was  for  the  prefent  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WHITBRE  AD  then  rofe  in  purfuance  of  his  notice, 
for  the  purpofe  of  calling  for  an  inquiry  into  the  late  iriots 
in  Birmingham.  Much  difcuffion,  he  faid,  had  recently 
taken  place,  on  the  fubjeft  of  religious  toleration;  fome 
contending  with  his  light  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox)  for 
the  extirpation  of  herefy,  by  the  repeal  of  all  thofe  laws, 
which  difgraced  our  ftatute  book ;  fome  contending  for  the 
continuance  of  thofe  laws  (although  no  man  had  ventured 
to  point  out  an  inftance,  in  which  they  ought  to  be  carried 
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into  effeil)  ;  others,  with  toleration  on  their  lips,  b«t  per* 
fecution  in  their  condu£l,  avowing  that  the  repeal  of  thofe 
laws  was  a  thing  juft  and  equitable  in  itfelf,  but  that  the 
prefent  was  no  tinie  for  doing  it*  This  cloak  would  fuit  all 
feafons,  and  fit  every  wearer ;  it  was  a  fubterfuge,  to  which 
all  apSftates  from  every  public  principle  might  at  all  times 
refort.  But  when  was  this  happy  moment  to  appear } 
When  fhould  we  begin  to  pra6life  Chriftianity  oil  truely 
Chriftian  principles  ?  Would  to  God  that  thofe  flatutes  had 
long  fince  been  obliterated!  Then,  he  in  his  confcience 
believed>  that  he  fliould  not  have  had  to  iland  forward,  as 
be  did  that  night,  in  defence  of  the  injured  laws  of  his 
country,  in  defence  of  the  violated  rights  and  property  of 
his  fellow  fubjeds.  Would  to  God  the  motion  of  his  right 
honourable  friend,  for  the  repeal  of  the  penal  flatutes,  had 
been  adopted  on  a  former  night,  he  firmly  believed  the  Houfe 
would  then  have  taken  the  heft  fecurity  againftthecommif- 
fion  of  fuch  enormities  in  future. 

But  whatever  might  be  the  (hades  of  difference  in  the 
minds  of  men  on  thefubjedlof  religious  toleration,  there 
was  a  propofition  which  he  was  fure  would  not  be  difputed 
with  him,  in  which  every  man  who  heard  him  mufl  cordi- 
ally agree,  via.  that  law  exifted  for  the  protedlion  of  all, 
as  well  of  thofe  who  diflented  from,  as  of  thofe  who  were 
attached  to,  the  eflablifhrtient ;  that  all  were  her  common 
children ;  that  we  were,  or  ought  to  be,  flrong  enough  to 
punifh  tranfgreflbrs  againft  her  mandates ;  that  (he  was,  or 
ought  to  be,  flrong  enough  to  reprefs  the  incroachments  and 
violence  of  defigning  or  deluded  men.  When  we  read  of 
tumults  and  perfecution,  on  account  of  religious  differences, 
in  the  hiflories  of  other  countries,  we  confider  fuch  narra- 
tives as  the  greatefl  reproaches  on  the  annals  of  the  moft 
barbarous  times.  How  much  then  .would  our  indignation 
be  excited,  to  find  that,  at  the  clofe  of  the  eighteenth  cen- 
tury, in  the  year  1791,  "  on  this  tolerant  and  enlightened 
*'  country  this  reproach  had  come."  But  he  wiflied  it  to 
be  und^rftood,  that,  although  the  property  of  the  Diffenters 
of  Birmingham  had  been  deftroyed,  and  their  lives  endaa- 
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gered,  it  was  not  on  their  behalf  that  he  had  come  forward 
on  that  day ;  he  had  not  afked  their  concurrence  or  appro- 
bation. He  came  forward,  he  declared,  as  the  advocate  of 
the  Diflenters  in  general — of  all  the  people  of  England ;  his 
ohjcft  was  to  reftore  the  honour  of  theBritifli  name,  anddif- 
play  the  juflice  of  a  Britifli  Parliament.  He  obferved,  that 
the  reafon  urged  by  fom«againft  the  bringing  forward  of  this 
fubjed^,  that  it  might  tend  to  excite  farther  tumults,  afford- 
ed a  llrong  argument  in  favour  of  his  motion  ;  for  if  it  (hould 
be  underilood  that  Parliament  was  afraid  of  taking  notice  of 
thefedifgraceful  proceedings,  it  followed,  that  Magiftrates 
might  be  culpable,  without  danger  or  inquiry;  and  this 
principle  of  impunity  muft  become  more  fettled  the  more 
fuch  outrages  were  repeated.  It  therefore  became  the  dig- 
nity  of  theHoufe  to  inquire  into  thecondud  of  Magiftrates, 
inftead  of  encouragirig  them  in  a  criminal  negleS  of  duty. 
An  honourable  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Lawley)  had,  on  a 
former  night,  aflerted,  that  the  riots  at  Birmingham  were 
of  a  political  and  riot  a  religious  nature;  he  wa^  confident 
that  the  contrary  was  the  fa£l,  and  he  would  undertake  to 
prove,  from  the  internal  evidence  of  the  thing  itfelf, — 
from  the  concurrent  tcfiimony  of  perfons  interefted  on 
both  fides  of  the  queftion — and  of  one  who,  from  fituation, 
and  every  circumftance,  muft  be  acknowledged  wholly  dif- 
interefted  on  either, — that  theft  tumults  arofe  purely  from 
religious  differences  of  opinion,  "  which  cannot  be  the  oh- 
•*  je3  of  political  control,  as  they  refpedt  not  man,  but 
*VGod;  and  challenge  all  the  Governors  and  the  governed 
•*  as  equal  fubjedls." 

It  would  be  necefTary  fhortly  to  dwell  upon  the  ftate 
of  the  town  of  Birmingham  for  fome  time  previous  to  the 
unhappy  perioJ,  to  whicli  it  would  be  his  duty,  more  par- 
ticularly,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  and  they  would 
find,  that  the  ftorm  had  been  long  gathering,  and  that  it  was 
compounded  of  re^ligiousdifputes  alone, — that  it  had  burft 
on  a  day  fet  apart  for  the  commemoration  of  a  political 
eyent  was  no  proof  of  its  being  of  a  political  nature.  From 
a  ¥crj  early  period,  folong  ago  as  the  year  1^715,  Birming- 
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bam  had  been  witnefs  to  the  perfecution  of  Diflenters;  then 
indeed^  they  were  acknowledged  to  be,  what  they  had  always 
fhewn  themfelves,  and  what  they  ilill  continued  to  be^ 
zealous  friends  to  the  conftitution  of  this  country,  zealous 
friends  to  the  Family  on  the  throne;  and  the  Church  at 
that  time  warred  againft  the  Diflenters,  becaufe  attached  to 
the  reigning  family.  She  now  allied  herfelf  to  the  Crown,  in 
order  to  overwhelm  them.  Bat  to  come  to  more  recent  dates, 
he  believed  the  origin  of  the  difturbances  of  July  1791  might 
be  traced  to  a  letter  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
publiflied  by  Dr.  Prieftley  in  the  year  1787,  on  the  fubjedt 
of  his  oppofition  to  a  motion,  made  for  the  repeai  of  the 
Corporation  and  Ted  a£ls ;  he  did  not  now  mean  to  impute 
blame  to  that  right  honourable  gentleman  for  his  conduA  oit 
that  occafion,  though  he  was  happy  in  tlie  opportunity  of 
declaring,  that  he  ihould  have  voted  for  the  repeal,  had  he 
poflefled  a  feat  in  the  Houfe  at  that  time,  not  much  valuing 
the  cenfure  of  a  Birmingham  Divine  (Mr.  Croft),  who  in 
the  true  fpirit  of  bigotry  and  intolerance  had  declared,  in 
one  of  his  fermons,  "  that  it  were  to  be  wifhed,  that  every 
"  man,  who  was  feduced  by  their  (the  Diflenters}  plauflble 
*'  iirguments,  might  be  excluded  from  the  fenatc." 

From  the  period  laft  alluded  to,  the  Clergy  of  the  eftab- 
li(h6d  Church  had  appeared  to  make  a  common  caufe  againft 
the  Diflfenters,  and  had  ihamcfully  perverted  their  miniftry 
from  the  propagation  of  the  principles  of  chriftianity,  bene- 
volence, and  charity,  to  difleminating  the  mod  unwarrant- 
able charges  againft  the  Diflenters,  and  reprefenting  them 
as  perfons  difaffedled  to  the  conftitution  of  this  country. 
Sufficient  evidence  of  this  was  to  be  found  in  the  fermons  of 
Mr.  Madan,  Mr.  Croft,  &c.  The  latter,  in  a  preface  to 
a  fermon  preached  at  St.  Philips s  Church  in  Blrmingkamy  on 
Sunday,  January  the  '3^,  1790,  aflerts,  ihat  "  The  charge 
**  of  repuhljcan  principles  a^ai  Jl  them^  harjh  as  it  may  he 
•«  thought,  is  well  founded '^  And  that  it  might  not  be  aliiifs, 
if  the  Diflenters,  "  while  thry  are  Jo  anxto  s  :o  ao  ju  ice  t9 
*'  fVilUam  the  Third,  would /peak  with  greater  leiereuce  of 
«   thofe  general  bcnefaHors  of  the  worlds  ihe  frfurtaihcrs  of 
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**  chrijiiamty.^  And  in  another  placr,  **  The  right  of  vot- 
^*  ing  at  ele£fions  and  of  fitting  in  Parliament  unfortunately  (as 
**  we  think)  cannot  he  taken  away  from  the  Dijpnters.  Their 
**  ^ro/i  abufe  of  theje  privileges  is  the  heft  argument  that  can 
«  he  hr  ought  againfi  additional  a^s  of  accommodation.  And  if 
f'  the  teft  adldoes  not  fully  anfwer  thepurpofe,  we  muft 
**  remember  that  the  evils  of  chicanery  and  evaiion  are  al- 
"  moft  irremediable." 

Thefe  incitements,  and  others  like  them, .  had  thejr  na- 
tural  eiFe£ts,  and  produced  amongll  the  common  people  a 
fpirit  of  hatred  againft  the  Diffenters,  which,  in  due  time, 
burft  forth  with  the  violence,  of  which  the  nation  had  been 
witnefs.  From  the  commencement  to  the  conclufion  of 
the  tumults,  no  cry  was  heard,  but  that  of  "  Church  and 
Kingr'  except  that  afingle  perfon  oncecried,  '*  No  Popery." 
The  French  revolution  was  never  mentioned,  nor  hinted  at. 
Perfons  of  different  religious  opinions  were  prefent  at  the 
dinner.  The  Diffenters  alone fuffered.  ThehoufeofMr.Keir, 

'  the  chairman  of  the  meeting,  and  a  Churchman,  was  never 
attempted  to  be  demoliflied :  no  injury  of  any  kind  was  of- 
fered to  his  property ;  the  houfes  of  Dr.  Prieftley,  who  was 
not  at  the  dinner,  and  of  Mr.  Taylor,  who  was  hbfent  from 
Birmingham  at  the  time  it  took  place,  were  both  burnt  to 
the  ground. 

Dr.  Prieftley,  a  perfon,  to  his  misfortune,  much  inte- 
refted  in  this  unhappy  bufinefs,  had  declared  his  opinion, 
that  the  riot  was  of  a  religious  nature.  "  That  the  true 
**  fource  (f  the  riots  at  Birmingham  was  religious  bigotry^  and 
**  the  animofity  of  the  High-church  party  againft  the  Dlffintcrsy 
?*  and  efpecially  againft  the  Prefbyterians  and  Unitarians^  and 
*'  not  the  commemoration  of  the  French  revolution,  is  evi- 
"  dent  from  all  that  has  paffed,  before,  at,  and  after,  that 
cc  Jay  ^?\  It  ^as  not  then  the  time  to  enter  into  any  defence 
of  Dr.  Prieftley's  religious  or  political  opinions;  he  fliould 
content  himfelf  with  exprefEng  his  veneration  for  fo  diftin- 
guiflied  a  characSler,  who  has  been  nearly  compelled  to  fly 

^   from  this  land  of  liberty  and  toleration  to  fome  diftant  coun- 

•  Pricftlcy't  Appeal,  page  59,  &  Ut^. 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  61 

try;  but  to  no  country  could  he  have  fled,  where  his  fame 
would  not  have  preceded  him,  where  he  would  not  have  been 
received  with  open  arms,  and  where  he  mud  not  have  been 
the  involuntary  means  of  puhllfhing  the  difgrace  of  the  Eng- 
lifh  nation,  by  (hewing,  that  while  its  inhabitants  are  extol- 
ling their  liberality,  and  love  of  freedom,  the  mod  celebrat- 
ed of  its  philofophers  was  obliged  to  abandon  his  native  home^ 
to  avoid  deftrudlion,  for  the  avowal  of  his  religious  opinions. 
Mr.  Keir  had  declared  his  opinion  of  the  origin  of  thefe 
riots  to  be  the  fame  with  Dr.  Prieftley,  in  his  letter  of  July 
20 :  "  Neverthelefs  thefe  falfe  reports  are  all  the  pretences 
*<  for  the  late  horrible  riots ;  but  the  event  fhews  that  they 
**  were  only  pretences,  and  that  the  Dijpnters  were  the  true 
"  ohjeff  0/  the  fury  of  the  mot,  as  many  of  thofe  gentlemen 
"  who  have  fufFered  from  the  riots  were  not  prefent.*' — All 
the  hand  bills  that  were  put  forth,  with  a  view  to  make  im- 
pref&on  upon  the  mob,  boreteftimony  to  this  opinion;  the 
following  one,  put  out  by  Mr.  Brooke,  moft  unequivocally 
fo: 

*'  temple  Ronju,  Birmingham y  Saturday ,  July  i6,  179 1. 
**  WHEREAS  feme  deteftable  'villains,  from  the  moft  wicked 
^*  motives,  to  injure  Mr.  Wm.  Windfor,  a  tenant  of  Mr.  Brooke's, 
**  at  Aflifted,  have  circulated  a  report  that  Mr.  Windfor's  build inga 
^*  at  Aibfted  belong  to  the  Corporaiion  of  Coventry,  As  fuch  report  is 
*'  evidently  intended  to  in cenfe  the /h>w^i  o/* Church  and  King, 
"  to  dejiroy  the  property  of  the  faid  William  Windfor ;  Mr.  Brooke, 
"  whofe  moft  hearty  attachment  is  luell  knofwn  to  the  real  friends  of 
**  Church  and  King,  begs  leave  to  add refs  them,  with  the  moft 
**  folenm  ajfurance,  upon  the  ouari/and  honour  of  a  Church  and 
•*  King's  Man,  thaXtht  Corporation  of  Coventry,  not  any  Prcjiyte- 
"  rian,  have  any  concern,  or  intereft  whatever,  in  the  buildings  and 
"  property  of  the  faid  Wm,  Windfor,  at  Alhfted,  nor  in  any  of  the 
*'  buildings  belonging  to  Mr.  Brooke,  or  any  other  pcrfon  at  Alh- 
*•  fted,  and  that  upon  all  elef^ions  for  the  city  of  Coventry,  where 
"  the  (aid  Wm.  Windfor  lived  before  he  came  to  Aftifted,  he  uni- 
formly voted  againft  the  Corporation  and  Prejbyierian  intereft,  and 
always  fupportedthe  Real  True  Blue,  which  is  the  Church 
•*  and  King  party. 

"  Mr.  Brooke,  therefore,  is  convinced,  that  this  Addrefs  will  be 
"  attended  to  by  the  GENTLEMEN  in  the  Church  and  King 
•'  party,  and  hereby  offers  a  reward  o  "  Ten  Guineas  for  thedetcc- 
tion  of  the  rafcals  w  o  ^yt  rife  to  (o  falfe  a  report.  . 

Church  and  King  for  ever  /" 


For  what  could  the  cor.^cration  of  Coventry  have  to  do 
with  the  commemoration  dinner  at  Birmingham  ?  Nothing ; 
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bet  the  corporation  of  Coventry  were  Diflenters,  and  Mr. 
Brooke  well  knew  that  that  was  title  fufEcient  to  the  ha- 
tred  and  fury  of  the  raob.  The  Magiflrates  and  gentlemen 
of  the  county  had  manifefted  a  coincidence  of  opinion  by 
a  famous  hand  bill,  which  had  been  put  forth,  and  much 
commented  upon : 

"  Birmingham,  Sunday,  July  17,  1791- 
•'  Important  Information  to  the  Friends  o/*  Church  <z«</King. 

**  Friends  and  fellonu  Churchmen^ 
**  Being  convinced  you  are  unacquainted,  that  the  great  loffes 
•*  which  arc  fuftained  hy your  burning  and  defiroying  of  the  houfcs  of 
**  fo  many  individuals,  will  eventually  fall  upon  the  county  at  large ^ 
**  and  not  upon  the  perfons  to  whom  they  belonged,  we  feel  it  our 
•*  duty  to  mform  you,  that  the  damages  already  done,  upon  the 
**  be{l  computation  that  can  be  made,  will  amount  to  upwards  of 
•*  one  hundred  thoufand  pounds y  the  whole  of  which  enormous  fum 
••  will  be  charged  upon  the  refpeftive  parifties,  and  paid  out  (A  the 
**  rates.     We,  therefore,  as  your  friend s^  conjure  you  immediately 
•*  to  dejififrom  the  defirudion  of  any  more  houfes  ;  otherwife  the  'very 
••  proceedings  of  your  zeal  for  Jheiving  your  attachment  to  the  Church 
•*  tf/r^Ki>iG,  *w! II  inequitably  be  the  means  of  mofi ferioujly  injuring  in- 
•*  numerable  families^  luho  are  hearty  fupporters  of  Government,  and 
**  bring  an  addition  of  taxes,  which  your/elves,  and  the  reft  of  the 
**  Friends  of  the  Church,  will  for  years  feel  a  very  grievous  burden. 
*'  This,  we  affure  you,  was  the  cafe  in  London,  when  there 
were  fo  many  houfes  and  public  buildings  burnt  and  deftroyed  in 
the  year  1780,  and  you  may  rely  upon  it;  will  be  the  cafe  on 
the  prefent  occafion.     And  we  muft  obfcrve  to  you,  that  any 
**  farther  violent  proceedings  will  more  offend  your  King  and  coun- 
'*  try  than  ferve  the  caufe  of  Him  and  the  Church. 

"  Fellvw  Churchmen,  as -you  love  your  King,  regard  his  laws, 
«*  and  refto/e  peace. 

"  God  fave  the  King. 

"  It  is  particularly  hoped,  for  the  honofir  of  the  To*wn,  that  all 
perfons  whatfoever  will  (hew  a  due  obfervance  of  the  Sabbath 
Day,  by  defifting  from  every  riotous  or  diforderly  proceeding, 

*'  as  the  flrongeft  proof  they  can  give  of  their  principles  in  favour 

••  of  the  prefent  eftablifhment  in  Church  and  State," 

He  did  not  mean  to  impute  bad  motives  to  any  of  the  per- 
fons, who  had  figned  this  publication  ;  it  might  have  been 
the  beft  expedient  that  could  have  been  devifed  at  the  time; 
but  he  muft  fay,  that  there  never  had  appeared  a  teftimony 
more  difgraceful  to  the  police  of  a  country — to  be  reduced 
to  the  neceflity  of  calling  a  fet  of  ruflSans,  engaged  in  the 
deftruftion  of  the  houfes  of  their  fellow  fubjefls,  yr;V«<^j;  a 
mob  broke  loofe  from  every  tie  of  order,  morality,  and  re- 
ligion, felUvj  Churchmen^  was  the  loweft  pitch  of  ^legrada- 


« 
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tioii)  to  which  Magiftracy  could  be  reduced  in  this  or  any 
country.  ,He  could  not  help  mentioning  another  bill, 
which,  though  anonymous,  had  been  publifhed  by  a  per- 
fon  who  feemed  to  have  l^een  well  acquainted  with  the  difpo- 
iitions  of  the  mob;  it  was  in  thefe  words: 

«  HASTY  HINT  FROM  A  CHURCHMAN. 

"  My  Boys, 

I  humbly  intreat  you  to  defift  from  ^ny  farther  depredations^ 
and  be  content  with  the  funijhment  yw  heeve  already  tnjii8ed  on  the 
Prejhyterians, 

*'  T>o  read  the  following  cxtraft  from  Bum's  Jullice. 
**  After  that  celebrated  J  udge  has  explained  the  nature  of  riots  and 
**  damages  done,  he  has  thefe  words : 

**  And  the  hundred,  city,  or  town,  (hall  anfwer  the  damages 
•'  thereof,  as  in  cafes  of  robbery." 
**  So  that,  my  Boys,  you  will  clearly  fee,  that  by  dcftroying 
"  private  prwtrty^  all  damages  luill  be  to  be  made  good  by  the  Jotw/i. 

**  Friday,  5  o'clock." 

Add  to  all  this  the  teftimony  of  Dr.  Parr,  a  perfon  who 
had  uniformly  oppofed  the  repeal  of  the  Corporation  and 
Tefl  a£ls,  who,  in  a  late  publication,  has  this  paflTage: 

"  Such,  and  fuch  only,  has  been  niy  coniieflion  with 
*^  Dr.  Prieftley.  And  was  it  for  this,  that  in  a  feafon  of 
"  deep  diftrefs  and  dreadful  danger,  my  principles  were  on 
**  afudden  gnawed  at  by  vermin  whifpers,  and  worried  by 
**  brutal  reproaches?  Tliat  my  houfift  was  marked  out  for 
"  conflagration  ?  That  my  family  were  for  three  dnys  and 
**  three  nights  agitated  with  confternation  and  difmay? 
"  That  my  books,  which  I  have  long  been  collejSling  with 
"  indefatigable  induftry,  upon  which  I  have  expended  more 
**  than  half  the  produce  of  more  than  twenty  years  unwea- 
"  ried  labour,  and  which  I  confidered  as  the  pride  of  my 
'•  youth,  the  employment  of  my  riper  age,  and,  perhaps, 
"  the  heft  folace  of  declining  life — was  it  for  this,  1  fay, 
**  that  my  very  books  were  expofed  to  moft  unexpefled, 
•*  moft  unmerited  deftrudlion?  In  what  age,  or  in  what 
**  country,  do  I  live?  Whither,  as  an  unoffending  citi- 
**  zen,  (hall  I  flee  for  the  protection  of  the  law's;  and  where, 
**  as  a  diligent  and  a  faithful  teacher  of  chriftianity,  whert 
•«  /h^U  I  look  for  its  falutary  influence,  even  amongft  thofe 
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<*  who  make  their  boafl;  of  being  its  moft  zealous  defenders  > 
*'  O  fuperblam  inaudltam  I  Alios  In  facinore  gloriariy  alils  ne 
^^  dolere  quidem  impunhe  licere.  But  the  ways  of  Provi- 
*^  dence  are  unfearchable ;  and  among  all  the  anomalies 
*•  which  baffle  conjedlurc,  and  afflift  fenfibility,  in  the 
"  moral  world,  the  follies,  the  ficklenefles,  and  the 
**  paflions  of  man,  are  the  moft  inexplicable,  and  the 
"  moft  deplorable.  He  is  a  tyrant  in  defence  of  liberty—- 
"  he  is  a  plunderer  for  the  fupport  of  law — he  is  an  op- 
<*  preffor  for  the  honour  of  Government,  He  is  a  favage. 
*^  in  the  very  bofom  of  fociety—  he  becomes  the  unrelent- 
"  ing  perfecutor  of  his  fpecies,  for  the  imaginary  glory  of 
««  his  God." 

And,  above  all,  the  fentiment  thus  exprefled  by  Baron 
Perry n,  in  his  chai*ge  to  the  jury  at  Warwick — "  After 
*'  having  thus  ftated  this  law  to  you,  I  cannot  refrain  from 
*^  exprefTing  my  wonder  and  aftonifhment,  that  when  all 
<*  religious  perfecution  had  ceafed,  and  toleration  was  ex- 
*^  tended  to  all,  that  fuch  a  period  (hould  have  been  cho- 
'*  fen  for  the  commencement  of  perfecution,  and  for  the 
**  commiffion  of  every  fpecies  of  violence  and  defolation."— 
An  opinion  which,  from  its  fource,  and  the  occafion  upon 
which  it  was  delivered,  muft  be  deemed  conclufive. 

Having  eftablilhed  this  pofition,  he  fliouid  proceed  to 
(hew  that  proper  fteps  had  not  been  taken  to  fupprefs  thefe 
riots;  'that  they  had  raged  during  three  fucceflive days,  to 
ufe  the  words  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  now  pre- 
iides  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  on  another  occafion, 
<«  under  theeyes  oi patient  Magiftrates."  He  had  then  in 
his  hand  thirty-fix  aflRdavits.  ^// agreeing  in  fuhftance,  and 
all  charging  upon  the  Magiftrares  a  g'ofs  negl'^ft  of  duty; 
and  fome  carrying  their  charges  to  a  much  greater  extent. 
Thofc  affidavits  had  long  been  under  the  eyes  of  His  Majef- 
ty's  Minifters,  and  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown;  fome  of 
them  had  been  delivered  o  th^m  fo  long  ago  as  in  the  month 
ofjulvj  179^1  they  contained  mat/terof  crimination  againft 
the  Magifl rates  and  '.thrs,  mm\  no  ftep'^  had  '«een  raken  in 
confequcnce.  Upon  the  face  of  the  mutter,  Alinillers  them- 
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Selves  appeared  highly  reprehenfible.  But  on  a  former  nighty 
the  Attorney  General  had  atteiAptcd  to  invalidate  the  tcfti^ 
mony  contained  in  the  affidavits,  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  proceeded  to  do  this,  had  been  fomewliat  curious*«*« 
He  had  faid,  that  Mr.  Chamherlayne,  the  Solicitor  to  th« 
Treafury,  had  been  lent  down,  on  purpofe  to  take  infor- 
mations relative  to  the  riots,  zx\i  that  the  fubdance  of  thefe 
'  affidavits  ought  then  to  have  been  taken  in  the  fliape  of  in* 
formations.  It  was  true,  that  Mr.  Chamherlayne  had  been 
fent  down ;  and  it  was  univerfally  allowed,  that  he  con- 
duced himfelf  on  that  occafion  with  the  utmoft  impartia* 
lity  and  propriety  ;  but  had  Mr.  Chamberlayne  negleded  to 
tell  the  Attorney  General  that  ir  was  with  his  ap/roiationp 
H  hot  by  his  advice^  that  perfons  who  had  complaints  to 
make  of  the  tonduSt  of  tlie  Magiftrates  had  adopted  the  me* 
thod  now  for  the  firft  time  complained  of  viz.  of  raking  th« 
evidence  againft  them  by  way  of  affidavits,  and  fending 
them  vp  to  the  King's  Minifrers.  The  learned  gentl^maa 
hadF  alledged  that  the  evidence  they  contained  was  takttfi  ^x 
f&tii.  Was  not  that  the  cafe  with  all  evidence  given  be- 
kftt  a  Grand  Jury,  and  with  the  evidence  againft  the  rio'^rs^ 
which  had  been  given  in  informations  before  the  Magif- 
trates }  and  would  not  the  fame  obje£lion  have  been  in  force 
agavnft  the  evidence  contained  in  thofe  affidavits,  had  it 
been  Aaped  into  information  by  Mr.  Chamberlayne  him- 
ielf  iK^en  he  was  on  the  fpot?  In  their  prefent  ftate,  the 
perfens  who  had  fworn  to  them  could  not  be  indided  for 
peijury  ;  but  if  a  motion  were  made  upon  them  in  the  Court 
tn  King's  Bench,  the  deponents  would  inftantly  beccme 
imenabl^  to  the  law,  in  cafe  they  had  fworn  falfly*  Even 
if  this  was  not  the  cafe,  it  (hould  appear  fufficient  ground 
for  adminiftration  to  have  inftituted  an  inquiry  upon,  that 
fix- and  thirty  perfonshad  concurred  in  their  relation  of  mat- 
ter of  fo  gr^t  importance. 

Mr.  Whitbread  then  entered  intothe  hiftory  of  the  riott 
and  their  circumftances  as  they  have  been  generally  known, 
taking  particular  notice  of  the  inflammatory    han^-l^ill> 
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which  had  made  fo  much  noife,  and  had  fometrnaes  been  coif 
founded  with  the  advertifement  for  the  dinner*,  which  had 
appeared  fome  days  before,  and  the  circamftances  accom- 
panying its  firil  publication ;  at  the  fame  time  obferving  on 
the  following  hand*bill  under  the  title  of  an  iiKendiary  tt* 
futed : 

**  jifi  Ineendiaiy  refute  J. 

**  A  paper  having  been  diftributed  in  the  town  this  morning,  evi-^ 
«*  deritly  calculated  to  weaken  the  attachment  of  the  people  to  the 
•*  pfefent  excellent  form  of  Govemment,  and  to  excite  tumults- 
•*  limilar  to  thofe  which  have  produced  the  mod  atrocious  murders^ 
*'  anarchy,  and  diftrcfs  in  a  neighbouring  kingdom :  it  is  thought 
•*  proper  to  apprize  the  good  and  peaceable  fubjefts  of  this  place, 
**  that  every  fofit'ion  in  thsK  feditious  tiand-biU  is  ^&falje  and  fa£iiw^ 
**  as  the  fwretch  who  compofed  it. 

"  The  pcrfeft  enjoyment  we  now  experience  of  tvcxy  bleffing,^ 
**  freedom,  and  protedion  a  mild  Government  can  beAow,  is  the 
*«  heft  refutation  of  the  deteftable  calumnies  of  the  author  of  the* 
**  hand-bill ;  and  whatever  the  modern  republicans  may  imagine,  or 
'*  the  rencidical  fropounders  of  the  rights  of  Tnan  dc{\gR,  let  us  con^ 
•*  'vince  tfoem,  there  is  enough  of  loyalty  in  the  majority  of  the  in- 
"  habitants  of  this  country,  to/uffort  and  defend  their  King  \  and 
«*  that  we  are  not  fo  deftitute  of  common  fenfe,  as  not  to  prefer 
**  the-W^r,  //^rr/y, /&«7///«^,  and  w^tf//i&,. which  i&diffufed  through 

•  The  original  advertifement  was  in  the  following  tern»  v 

•*  Hotel y  Birmingham y  July  7,  I79I. 

•*  Commemoration  of  the  French  Revolution. 

••^  A  number  of  gentlemen  intend  dining  tr^rether  on  the  14th  in- 
•'  ftant,  to  commemorate  that  aufpicious  day  which  witnellcd  the 
"  emancipation  of  twenty-fix  millions  of  people  from  the  yoke  of 
defpotilm,  and  reftored  the  bleffings  of  equal  govemment  to  a 
truly  great  and  enlightened  nation  ;  with  whom  it  is  our  intereftr 
as  a  commercial  people,  and  our  duty,  as  friends  to  the  general 
rights  of  mankind,  to  promote  a  free  intercourfe,  as  fublervient 
*^  to  a  permanent  friendfhip. 

«*  Any  Friend  to  Freedom,  difpofed  to  join  the  intended  tempe- 
■*  rate  fcftivity,  is  defired  to  leave  his  name  at  the  bar  of  the  Hotel,. 
**  where  tickets  may  be  had,  at   five  (hillings  eachy   including  a 
**  bottle  of  wine  \  but  no  perfon  will  be  admitted  without  one. 
**  Dinner  will  be  on  table  at  three  o'clock  precifely* ' 

On  the  fccond  appearance  of  this  advertifement,  in  the  Birming- 
ham Gazette,  the  following  was  likewife  iuferted  : 

**  On  Friday  next  nvill  he  puhlijhedj  price  one  halfpenny  ^ 
*•  An  authentic  lift  of  all  thofe  who  dine  at  the  liotel.  Temple 
*!*  Row,  Birmingham,  onThurfday,  the  i4thinftant,  in  comme- 
^<  moration  of  the  Freneh  Revolution, 

"  Vevant  Rex  et  Regjua:* 
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"**  every  portion  of  the  Britiih  empire,  to  the  anarchy^  the  kcentJouf' 
*'  fteftf  the  fov^rty,  and  the  m^firrj  which  now  overwhelm  the  dc- 
*'  graded  kingdom  of  France. 

*^  Birmingham^  Monday  9  July  lit  1 791*" 

Which  appeared,  hefaid,  inconfequenceof  thefirft;  but 
fo  immediately  did  the  fecond  follow  it  up,    or  rather  they  I 

appeared  fo  precifely  at  the  fame  indant,  that  it  gave  room 
for  fufpicion  that  both  were  the  produdlion  of  the  fame  au- 
thor. Befides  thefe  fafls,  which  appeared  to  demand  the 
inveftigation  of  the  executive  Government,  the  affidavits 
contained  more  ferious  and  alarming  matter.  It  appeared, 
from  Mn  Burne's  reply  to  Prieftley's  appeal  ♦,  that  the 
Magiftrates,  aware  of  the  poffibility  of  a  tumult,  had 
dined  in  town  on  that  day  (July  14th),  purpofely  to  keep 
the  peace.  The  affidavits  ftated,  that  about  three  o'clock, 
a  crowd  was  afTembled  round  the  door  cf  the  hote],  as  the 
company  were  proceeding  to  dinner;  that  fome  of  the  mob 
hifled,  and  fhewed  fymptoms  of  tumultuous  difpoiitioa, 
but  did  not  proceed  to  any  very  great  excedes.  That  the 
twc  Juftices  (Dn  Spencer  and  Mr.  Carles),  walked  arm  in 
arm  through  the  crowd,  enjoying  their  huzzaing,  without 
attempting  to  difperfe  them.  That  the  company  dined,' 
and  difperfed  between  five  and  fix  in  the  afternoon,  without 
moleftation.  That^  foon  after  feven,  the  mob  were  again 
aflembled  before  the  hotel,  and  the  JuAices  came  there; 
they  were  proceeding  to  break  the  hotel  windows,  when 
Juftice  Carles  faid  to  them,  that  "  the  gentlemen  who  bad 
*'  dined  there  had  long  left  it,  and  defired  them  to  go  peace- 
"  ably  home  ;"  but  he  alfo  affured  them,  that  "  the  Juftices 
**  would  protefl  them  in  every  thing  that  was  right,  and 
"  defired  them  to  take  care  to  do  nothing  that  was  wrong." 
Dr.  Spencer  alfo  made  a  fpeech,  and  both  the  MagiftPates 
joined  in  the  huzzas  of  the  mob,  and  the  cry  of  "  Cnujch 
**  and  King,"  taking  off  their  hats,  and  waving  them  round 
their  heads.  One*  of  the  crowd  foon  after  aiked,  "  whe- 
"  ther  they  would  not  give  them  leave  to  fliake  a  little  of 

*  Page  59' 
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**  the  powder  out  of  Dr.  Prieftlcy's  wig.**  [A  hugh  in  the 
Houfe.]  Mr.  Whilbread  faidf  the  Houfe  fympathifed  with 
the  Magiftratcs,  for  they  had  alfo  laughed  upon  thii  expref- 
fion;  they  did  not  recolle£l,  that  had  the  hem  only  of  this 
man^s  garment  been  touched  on  that  diy,  his  life  was  gone. 
After  thi^  joke  had  been  received  with  three  huzzas^  one  of 
the  Magiftrates  faid  to  tlie  mob,  "  you  are  all  hearty  feU 
*<  lows;  if  I  had  it  in  my  power,  T  would  make  you  all 
"  drink,*'  and  then  they  both  retired  to  the  inn  where  they 
had  dined,  without  attempting  to  difperfe  the  perfons  af* 
fembled. 

Some  time  afterwards,  the  mob  had  begun  to  break  the 
,  windows  of  the  hotel,  and  the  Magiftrates  again  made  their 
appearance.  One  of  them  aflured  the  mob,  that  "  the 
**  gen  Icnen  were  all  gone,'*  and  a£lually  pulled  two  or 
three  of  them  into  the  houfe  to  fee  that  it  was  fo.  The  fame 
Magiftrdie  was  here  heard  to  fay,  *'  My  friends,  do  not 
**  rei-epge  yourfelves  upon  this  man  ;  begets  his  living  by 
**  making  dinneis  for  gentlemen;  if  you  wiih  to  be  re* 
**  venged  .  pon  them,  go  down  to  their  meetings.'*  In(lant« 
ly,  there  was  a  general  cry  of,  **  to  the  New  Meeting," 
and  fotTieof  the  mob  cried  (but,  "  to  the  New  Meeting; 
•*  Juftice  Carles  will  proteft  us;"  and  this  in  the  hearing 
and  pre^e!;Ce  of  the  Magiftrate  himfelf;  others  cried  out 
**  The  Juftices  fay  we  may  pull  down  the  meetings,  but 
*<  not  huit  any  perfon's  property."  They  proceeded  im* 
mediately  to  the  New  Meeting,  and  deftroyed  it»  the  Juf- 
tices not  at  all  interfering  to  prevent  rhem.  While  they 
were  engaged  in  its  deftruSion,  both  the  Magiftr^tes  were 
feen  in  the  ftreets.  at  nogicat  diilance;  and  at  one  time, 
Juftice  Carles  faid  to, a  number  of  perfons  riotoufly  aflem- 
bled  round  them,  •*  Do  not  do  ?iny  other  mifchief  than 
"  pulling  down  the  meetings,  and  I  will  ftand  your  friend^ 
**  as  far  as  li«js  in  my  power.**  And  about  thi«  time,  after 
Juftice  Carle«  hal  concluded  a  fpeech  to  the  mob,  with 
/houting  "  Church  and  King  for  ever,**  one  of  them,  who 
Hood  near  to  the  Magiftrates,  cried  out«  «  Damn  it!  what 
^  is  the  meaning  of  Chutch  and  Kingr**    To  which  an*- 
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other  replied,  <<  Blaft  yoar  eyes!  to  burn  all  the  iseetingty 
««  to  be  fure.** 

Thefe  expreflions  (hew  the  fpirit  that  actuated  the  perfint 
then  aflembledy  but  the  Magifbrates  turned  away,  and  took 
no  notice  of  them  i  and  it  cannot  be  wondered  at,  that  the 
New  Meeting  was  immediately  afterwards  in  flames.  The 
mob  having  finiihed  their  bunnefs,  they  went  next  to  the  Old 
Meeting,  which  they  ^fo  deftroyed,  in  prefence  of  one  at 
lead  of  the  Magiftrates,  who.  To  far  from  reading  the  riot 
ad,  or  making  any  attempt  to  quell  the  tumult,  faid,  <'  ho 
"  was  very  glad  they  did  not  attempt  to  meddle  with  private 
**  property."  In  this  date  of  confufion  was  the  town,  when 
the  Magiftrates,  at  a  very  late  hour,  thought  proper  to  quit  it» 
and  retire  to  their  own  hou(es  at  Tome  diftauce,  thinking  per- 
haps, as  the  Attorney  General  had  fuggefted  on  another  night, 
that  the  mob  would  be  fatisfied  with  thedemoiifhing  of  one  or 
two  meetings,  and  difperfe.  That,  however,  was  not  tho 
nature  of  mobs.  The  appetite  for  devaftation  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  man  to  gorge. 

'*  There  bed  where  ravin  moft  prevails, 

**  To  fluff  that  maw,  that  vafl  unhidebound  corpfe.** 

The  next  time  that  either  of  the  Magiftrates  appeared,  in 
the  hiflory  to  be  coUeSed  from  the  affidavits,  was  at 
Dr.  PriefUey*s  houfe.  DoiSor  Spencer  was  prefent  while 
the  rioters  were  engaged  in  the  demolition  of  that 
Houfe ;  and  inftead  of  reading  the  riot  ad,  or  taking 
any  flep  to  difperfe  them,  he  called  feveral  of  them  to 
him,  and  made  them  give  an  huzza,  and  join  with  him 
in  the  fhout  of  **  Church  and  King/'  he  then  faiil,  '^  you 
^'  have  done  very  well  what  you  have  done ;  don't  hurt  the 
^'  houfe ;  it  does  not  belong  to  Dr.  PriefUey  ;  it  belongs  to 
''  Mr.  Lloyd,  a  Quaker,  a  refpe£lable  gentleman  by  all  that 
^'  know  him."  One  of  the  mob  faid,  it  belonged  to  Squire 
Taylor ;  another  faid»  it  belonged  to  fomebody  elfe ;  but 
feveral  cried  out,  that  ^'  it  belonged  to  he  Prefbyterians, 
*'  and  it  fhall  come  d  wn!"  Dr.  Spencer  then  etiiei.  ani 
when  he  was  departing,  **  Take  caie,  and  do  not  hu  t  one 
^*  another."    The  mob  huzzaed  i  followed  hint  to  the  gate 
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that  IcU  into  the  turnpike  road,  and  then  returned  to  the 
houfc,  which  they  demolilhed  and  burnt.  Even  fo  late  as 
Sunday  the  17th  when  Juftice  Carles  was  going  to  meet  the 
foldiers,  his  poft  chaife  (lopped  in  one  of  the  public  ftreet*, 
that  he  might  inquire  the  way  ;  and  a  Tiumber  of  perfons 
having  crowded  round  his  carriage,  it  is  (tated,  that  he  took 
ofFhis  hat,  and  waving  it  out  of  the  window,  cried  "  Churc(i 
and  King  for  ever.  My  lads,  \>€  true  to  your  caufe ; 
flick  to  your  caufe  ;  be  of  my  determination,  to  lofe  the 
*'  laft  drop  of  blood  in  youf  body  ;  Tm  determined  to  lofe 
**  the  laft  drop  in  mine.  Don't  leave  them  Prefl)yterian  dogs 
**  a  place  ftanding."  He  then  huzzaed,  and  cried  "  Church 
**  and  King,",  at  the  fame  time  he  alfo  flouriflied  a  drawn 
fword  out  of  the  window  of  the  carriage,  fhouting  "  Church 
•*  and  King  for  ever ;  down  with  the  Prefbyterians !" 

Mr.  Whitbread  faid,  there  was  another  gentleman  with 
whom  he  believed  the  right  honourable  Secretary  had  been 
lately  acquainted,  who  was  alfo  ftrongly  criminated  in  thefc 
affidavits  ;  he  meant  Mr.  Bropkc,  who  is  ftated  to  be  a  De- 
puty Under  IherifF  for  the  county  of  Warwick.  Several  gen- 
tlemen, it  feems,  were  aflembled  upon  the  fteps  of  his  door, 
(his  houfe  being  defcribed  as  fituated  near  the  hotel)  when  the 
company  were  going  in  to  the  dinner,  encouraging  the  mob 
to  infult  them.  And  one  of  the  gentlemen  faid  aloud,  "  he 
would  give  a  guinea  to  any  perfon  who  would  fetch  the 
firft  out  of  the  room  by  the  nofe,  and  lead  him  round  the 
church-yard."  .  Another  gentleman  was  heard  to  fay,  that 
Mr.  Brooke  would  give  away  a  half-hog(head  of  ale  at 
night."  Late  in  the  evening,  after  the  windows  of  the 
hotel  were  broken,  it  appears,  that  a .  numerous  party  were 
regularly  drawn  up  before  the  Houfe  of  Mr.  Brooke  ;  that 
he  came  out,  anl  addrefled  them  in  a  low  vocie  and  "  ap- 
**  peared  to  be  giving  them  fomething,"  and  then  holding  his 
arm  up  over  the  heads  of  the  multitude,  pointed  to  Bull  ftrcet, 
which  leads  to  the  New  Meeting,  and  immediately  there  was 
%,  cry  of  "  To  the  New  Meeting — To  the  New  Meeting," 
among  thofe  to  whom  he  had  before  addrefled  himfelf,  and 
they  run  towards  the  New  Meeting  ;  the  mob  atTembled  be- 
fore the  hotel  alfo  difperfing,    and  following  them.     In  th« 
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courfe  of  the  evening,  he  was  feen  with  the  Magiftrates  be- 
fore the  hotel  huzzaing  with  the  mob,  and  crying  out 
"  Church  and  King.''  On  the  Friday,  when  the  hpufe  of 
Dr.  Prieftley  was  in  flames,  Mr.  Brooke,  with  two  other 
gentlemen,  rode  up  to  the  houfe  of  Mr*  Humphreys,  be- 
fore which  a  number  of  rioters  were  afTembled,  and  threat* 
ing  to  deftroy  it,  and  adilrefTed  them  in  thefe  words:  '<  My 
"  lads,  you  fee  ybur  power  ;  my  boys,  you  fee  that  if  any 
"  attempt  is  made  againft  the  Government  of  this  country, 
"  you  have  it  in  your  power  to  qua(h  it.  You  have  done 
"  enough,  now  go  home,"  and  immediately  after  this  ex* 
hortation,  went  away,  leaving  the  .rioters  ftill  aflembled 
befare  Mr,  Humphreys'  Houfe.  He  afterwards  addrefied 
the  mob  at  Mr.  Ryland's,  nearly  in  the  fame  terms ;  ^*  Gen* 
tlemen,"  faid  he,  **  I  applaud  you  for  what  you  have  done; 
**  but  flop  here;  this  is  private  property;  though  thefe  are 
^'  the  men  who  wiihed  to  overturn  the  conftitution,  we 
"  have  other  means  of  redrefs,"  but  took  no  other  fteps  at 
that  time  to  difperfe  the  mob ;  and  they  contrived  to  deftroj 
the  Houfe,  and  afterwards  burnt  it. 

Thefe  things  appeared  in  affidavits,  that  were  not  contra* 
dided ;  he  did  not  fay  that  they  were  all  true,  but  be  would 
fay  that  the  executive  Government  had  wEted  in  a  manner 
highly  reprehenfible  not  to  have  inftituted  an  inquiry  into 
thefe  fa£ls.  He  knew  he  Ihould  be  told  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Birmingham  had  voted  their  thanks  to  the  Magiftrates 
for  their  conduft  during  the  riots.  Hejrpped  they  werp 
right  in  this  vote  of  approbation ;  he  fhould  be  glad  of  it, 
for  the  honour  of  human  nature,  and  for  the  honour  of 
England;  but  notwithftanding  this,  when  fuch  ferious 
charges  were  made  againft  men,  it  was  the  duty  of  the.ex- 
ccutive  Government  to  inquire  whether  fuch  charges  were 
true,  and  he  thought  they  were  anfwerable  for  the  delay 
that  had  already  taken  place.  All  he  had  ftated,  he  believ- 
ed, would  appear,  if  any  inquiry  (hould  be  granted  ;  and 
he  called  upon  every  man  of  any  weight  in  that  Houfe  to 
fupport  him  in  thfs  inftapce,  becaufe  he  felt  it  was  eiTential 
to  the  charaQer  of  the  Britifh  nation.     He  could  produce 
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at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe,  other  fa^s,  befldes  thofe  which 
he  had  opened,  tending  to  criminate  the  Magiftrates  of  Bir- 
mingham. To  imprefs  the  idea,  that  a  fmall  force  at  the 
commencement  would  have  flopped  the  rage  of  the  mob, 
he  obferved,  that  at  the  houfe  of  oneperfbn,  which  the  mob 
had  marked  for  deilrufiton,  three  gentlemen  had  determined 
to  refift ;  one  of  them  fired  a  piftol,  loaded  with  powder  on- 
ly ;  the  moment  he  thus  fired,  the  mob  did  not  ftay  to  en- 
quire whether  any  perfon  had  been  wounded,  but  all  imme- 
diately fled  ;  the  fame  means  would,  at  any  other  pbce,  have 
proved  equally  efHcacious.  A  recruiting  party  happened  at 
this  very  time  to  be  at  Birmingham.  They  were  oiFered 
for  the  fcrvice  of  the  Magiftrates,  to  repel  the  mob,  and  an 
officer  faid  that  he  would  lead  them  on,  and  ftop  the  riot ; 
they  were  accordingly  drawn  up,  but  the  Magiftrates  refufed 
their  ailiftance,  and  difmifled  them. 

It  had  been  ailerted,  that  the  Diflenters,  in  their  addrefs 
to  the  King,  had  virtually  declared  that  they  had  met  with' 
every  poftible  afliflance  from  the  Magiftrates,  as  well  as 
from  the  executive  Government;  bat  if  the  addrefs  was 
copfulteJ,  it  would  be  found  to  fpeak  a  different  languaj;e« 
It  fays,  ^^  AfTured  not  of  our  innocence  alone,  but  of  our 
'^  unalterable  attachment  to  your  auguft  perfon,  and  to  the 
<^  fucceftion  of  your  Royal  Houfe,  we  refpedtfully  claim 
'<  your  Majefty's  continued  prote£lion  and  favour,  andb^ 
**  leave  moft  earneftly  to  aflure  your  Majefty,  we  have  no 
^  thoughts  of  difturbing  the  conftitution.  We  are  the  de- 
^  fcendants  of  thofe  to  whom  (as  the  annals  of  our  coun- 
"  try  will  teftify)  the  revolution,  which  fecured  to  your 
**  illuftrious  houfe  the  Crown  of  thefe  kingdoms,  was  great- 
•*  ly  indebted.  Ihe  civil  conjlitution  of  our  country^  Is  our 
••  pride  and  our  glory  I  which  we  have  been  taught  from  our 
•*  infancy  to  revere,  and  which-we  would  die  to  preferve. 
*«  Indeed,  Sire,  though  deeply  afflifled  by  the  late  riotous 
**  devaftations,  and  by  the  want  of  energy  in  the  civil power^ 
•*  yet  we  fpeak  from  hearts  that  are  adtuated  by  the  love  of 
**  law,  of  peace,  of  order,  and  good  Government*  Sen- 
fible  pf  your  Mz]Q{i^^s goodnefs^  in  the  vigorous  tneafures  which 
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"  have  been  adopted f or fupprejjing^  the  outrages^  which  a  lawlefs 
"  banditti  were  fpreading  through  this  place  and  its  environs^ 
"  we  offer  you  the  warmeft  tribute  of  our  gratitude^  for  the 
"  happy  deliverance  we  have  experienced  by  the  wifdom  of 
"  the  meafures  planned  by  your  Majefty's  Miniders,  and  by 
''  the  energy  and  promptitude  with  which  they  were  to  fuc- 
"  ccfsfiilly  executed ;"  evidently  referring  only  to  the  fpcedy 
fuccour  which  had  been  given,  by  fending  troops,  when  they 
had  been  applied  for.  And  he  did  not  wiih  to  omit  that  op- 
portunity of  doing  jullice  to  the  vigour,  a£tivity,  and  conduct 
of  Captain  Polhill,  who  commanded  the  firft  party  which  ar-^ 
rived ;  but  it  was  li  remarkable  circumftance,  that  till  the  Fri- 
day no  troops  had  been  fentfor  at  all,'  although  the  Magiftrates 
hadbqen  repeatedly  urged  on  that  point ;  and  he  believed,  that 
at  lad  they  had  come  in  confequence  of  a  letter  written  by  a 
private  individual  to  Lord  Hawkelbury,  and  not  of  any  official 
requifition. 

A  party  of  horfe  arrived  on  Sunday  afternoon,  and  upon  their 
firft  appearance  the  mobvanilhed. 

The  riots,  Mr.  Whitbread  faid,  were  now  at  an  end  ;  but 
ftill  the  Diflenters  had  caufe  to  complain  of  the  fpirit  or  per- 
fecution  which  raged  againft  them.  The  pailionsof  the  popu- 
lace had  been  excited  by  the  moft  inflammatory  publications, 
and  the  DifTenters  had  hoped  that  Government  would  have 
done  them  jbftice,  and  profecuted  their  authors.  It  was  under 
this  idea  that  the  DifTenters  had  defifled  from  profecuting  the 
printers  of  the  newfpapers  for  an  infamous  paragraph  which 
appeared  a  few  days  afterwards,  refledting  on  thofe  who  had 
attended  the  celebration  of  the  French  revolution,  and  charging 
them  with  high  treafon.  Mr.  Whitbread  then  noticed  the  dif. 
fi^ulties  which  had  been  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  fufferers,  in 
their  attempts  to  bring  offenders  to  juftice ;  but  particularly 
the  pardons  which  had  been  granted  to  two  of  the  convids.^- 
For  extending  the  Royal  mercy  to  onef  no  reafon  whatever  had 
been  adigned ;  and  it  unfortunately  happened,  that  the  other  was 
pardoned  upon  evidence  taken  in  an  extrajudicial  way,  and 
bearing  too  great  a  degree  of  fimilarity  to  the  famous  cafe  of 
M'Quirk. 

Mr.  Whitbread,  in  order  to  fhcw  that  he  was  caHing  upon 

the  Houfe  to  do  nothing  new  in  taking  cognizance  of  the  jsit^ 
Vol.  XXXIII.  L  . 
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condu<ft  of  the  Mdgiftratcs  on  the  prefent  occafian,  ftated  varir 
ous  precedents  of  cafes,  in  which  they  had  been  profecutcd  or: 
punifhed  for  negledl  of  duty,  in  not  fupprefling  riots.  He 
.  mentioned  particularly  the  addrefs  of  that  Houfe  prefented  iix 
1715,.  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  Staffordfliire  riots,  praying  George 
the  Firft'  to  give  orders  that  the  Magiftrates  fhould  be  ftruck 
Out  of  the  cortimiffion  of  the  peace ;  and  he  was  pleafed  graci- 
oufly  to  comply  with  their  requeft  ;  the  cafe  of  a  Magiftrate » 
in  Devonfhire,  againft  whom  Sir  Dudley  Ryder,  when  Attor- 
ney General,  had  filed  an, information  for  not  reading  the  pro- 
clamation in  the  riot  aft  to  rioters  plundering  a  wreck  ;  and 
that  of  Sir  Brackley  Kennett,  in  our  own  time,  who  was.  pro* 
fecuted  for  not  exerting  himfelf  for  fuppreflion  of  the  riots  ii^ 
1780,  during  his  Mayoralty  ;  was  tried,  convifted,  and  brought 
up  for  judgement  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  ;  but  at  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Lord  Chief  Ju  ft  ice  (Lord  Mansfield)  his; 
fentence  was  poftponed,  and  fliortly  afterwards  he  died  without 
any  having  been  pafled  upon  him. 

He  took  notice  of  the  petition  for  compenfation  of  damages, 
ivhich  had  been  offered,  to  be  prefented  on  that  day,  by  a  wor- 
thy Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Lawley),  which  rendered  it  unnecef- 
fary  for  him,  for  the  prefent,  to  fay  any  thing  on  the  fubjeft  : 
he  hoped  it  would  meet  with  due  attention  from  His  Majefty's 
Minifters.  It 'was  highly  neceflary  it  fliould  do  fo  ;  for  though 
the  DiflTenters  had  recovered  a  large  fum,  not  lefs  than  37,0001, 
in  the  Courts  of  Law,  yet,  if  the  whole  amount  of  their  demands 
was  complied  with,  they  would  ftill  be  great  fufFerers. 

Having  thus  gone  through  the  whole  of  what  he  had  to  ofFer 
to  the  Houfe,  Mr.  Whitbread  faid,  he  certainly  fliould  have 
troubled  them  no  longer,  contented,  whatever  might  be  the 
fate  of  the  motion  he  fliould  offer,  with  having  done  his  duty. 
But,  having  been  charged  with  indifcretion  for  agitating  this 
queilion>  he  could  not  help  faying  a  few  words  in  vindication 
of  his  own  conduft  upon  the  occafion.  Indeed  he  had  little 
expeftation  to  have  heard  the  charge  from  the  quarter  whence 
it  had  proceeded  (Mr.  D.undas).  That  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  on  a  former  night  called  upon  his  right  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  Fox)  for  the  explanation  of  what  he  had  termed 
an  irregular  gefture,  which  feemed  to  point  at  the  conduft  of 
adminiltration  updn  the  fubjed  of  the  Birmingham  riots  ;    h«t 
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then  could  not  fit  cafy  under  the  (lighted  imputation  of  neg- 
left  or  mifconduft  ;  and  yet,  when  he  had  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  agitate  the  queftion  in  the  Houfe,  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  expreffed  the  utmofl  alarm,  and  had 
begged  him  for  God's  fake  not  to  do  fo  imprudent  a  thing  ; 
when  all  was  quiet,  not  to  revive  a  dying  flame.     But  let  the 
Houfe  confidcr  in  what  (late  of  quiet  the  inhabitants  of  Bir- 
mingham really  were ;  the  weak  were  oppre(red  by  the  ftrong. 
It  was  his  objeft  to  inform  the  country,  that  the  weak  would 
not  be  fu(Fered  to  fall  a  facrifice  to  the  ftrong,    but  that  all 
ihould  receive  equally  the  protection  of  the  law  whenever  their 
rights  were  invaded,  whatever  their  religious  opinions  might 
be.    To  what  extent  did  the  doSrine  of  the  right  honourable 
Secretary  not  go  ?     The  more  riots  happened,  the  more  dan- 
gerous would  it  become,  as  he  had  obferved  before,  to  bring 
the  authors,  and  abettors  of  them  to  juftice.     The  right  ho- 
nourable Secretary  might  fit  with  the  patience  of  Job  to  hear 
of  outrages  committed  on  the  Di(renters  in  every  part  of  the 
kingdom,  till  at  laft,  like  Job's  me(renger,  oric  would  arrive 
and  fay,  ^*  I  only  am  left  alone  to  tell  thee." 

Since  he  had  come  into  the  Houfe  that  evening,  Mr.  Whit- 
bread  added,  he  had  heard,  that  even  fince  the  notice  he  had 
given  of  his  prefent  motion,  another  riot  had  taken  place  at 
Birmingham ;  and  the  Magiftrates  had  refufed  to  a£i,  or 
read  the  proclamation  in  the  riot  aA.  If  that  were  true,  and 
he  had  no  reafon  to  doubt  it,  the  necetfity  became  pre(fing, 
indeed,  upon  him  to  urge  the  Houfe  to  take  cognizance  of 
their  conduA.  A  ftronger  argument  could  not  be  ufed  to 
(hew  the  propriety  of  the  Houfe  adopting  the  following  ad- 
drefs.     He  then  moved, 

"  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  Hi$  Majeftyi 
**  humbly  praying  His  Majefty  to  give  direSions,  that  there 
'^  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  an  account  of  fuch  informations 
'*  as  have  been  laid  before  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  conccrn- 
"  ing  the  condu6l  of  the  Magiftrates  of  the  county  of  War- 
**  wick,  as  far  as  the  fame  had  any  relation  to  the  riots  at 
''  Birmingham  in  July  1791,  and  the  trials  of  the  rioters  ; 
"  and  alfo  of  fiich  meafures  as  have  been  taken  by  His  Ma- 
*'  jefty's  Minifters,  for  the  purpofe  of  proceeding  according 

La 
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*'  to  law  againfl:  fuch  Magiftrates  4s  may  have  appeared  to 
'*  have  negleSed  their  duty  ;  and  alfo,  that  His  M ajcfty  will 
**  be  farther  pleafed  to  order  an  account  to  be  laid  before  this 
'*  Houfe  of  any  intelligence  that  may  have  been  received  by 
"  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  relative  to  fuch  of  the  authors 
'*  and  inftigators/of  the  faid  riots,  as  have  not  already  been 
**  profccuted  according  to  law." 

The  motion  being  read, 

Sir  ROBERT  LAWLEY  faid,  he  had  lately  had  infor- 
mation which  confirmed  the  account  of  the'  inhabitants  of 
Birmingham  being  pleafed  with  the  exertions  of  the  Magif- 
trates at  the  time  of  thefe  riots,  and  had  in  his  hand  a  pa- 
per,  figned  by  many  refpeftable  people,  (Mr.  Curtis,  Mr. 
Carver,  and  others)  declaring^  that  feeing  by  the  votes  that 
the  honourable  Member  had  given  notice  of  his  motion,  they 
thought  it  their  duty  to  teftify  their  approbation  of  the  conduit 
of  the  Magiftrates.  The  motion  he  conceived  to  be  highly 
inprudent,  and  thought  that  the  honourable  mover  had  raked 
up  the  embers  of  a  dying  flame.  He  would  not  aifert  that 
it  was  entirely,  a  political  riot,  but  he  was  firmly  perfuaded, 
that  if  there  had  been  no  political  meeting  on  the  14th  of 
July  laft,  there  would  have  been  no  riot  at  Birmingham. 

Mr,  Secretary  DUNDAS,  after  faying  he  regarded  all 
mobs  with  equal  abhorrence,  wh/sther  religious  or  political, 
and  that  if  any  inquiry  was  necefTary,  the  confideration 
of  what  had  produced  the  riot  would  be  out  of  the  quef- 
tion,  and  alfo  that,  as  far  as  regarded  himfelf  perfonal- 
ly,  he  had  not  the  flighteft  objeflion  to  inquiry;  and 
after  hinting,  howevef,  that  the  p6litical  meeting,  which, 
whether  innocent  or  not,  was  certainly,  at  that  time,  un- 
wife,  was  the  chief  caufe  of  the  ^iot,  proceeded  to  the 
reading  of  the  following  hand-bills,  which,  he  faid,  had  a 
great  effeft  on  the  minds  of  the  people  at  Birmingham : 

"  My  Counttymen^  t 

**  The  fepond  year  of  Gallic. liberty  is  nearly  expired,  j^t  the 
commencement  of  the  third,  on  the  14th  of  this  month,  it  is 
'*  devoutly  to  be  wifhed,  that  every  enemy  to  civil  and  religious 
'•  defpotifm  would  give  his  fandion  to  the  majeftic  common  caufe, 
by  a  public  celebration  of  the  anniverfary.  Remember,  that  on 
the  i4di  of  July,  the  Baftile,  that  '•  high  altar  and  cafl^c  of  Dcf- 
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'«  potifni,"  fell.  Remember  the  enthufiafra,  /frv/rVrr  to.thecaufe 
«*  of  liberty,  with  which  it  was  attacked.  Remember  that  gene- 
*«-  rous  humanity  that  taught  the  opprefled,  groaning  under  the 
<'  weight  of  infulted  rights,  to  fave  the  lives  of  their  oppreflbrs ! 
"  Extinguiih  the  mean  prejudices  of  nations  ;  and  let  your  numbers 
**  be  cofie^ed,  and  fent  as  a  free-will  offering  to  the  National  Af- 
•«  fembly. 

"  But  is  it  poflible  to  forget  that  your  own  Parliament  is  venal  ? 
««  Your  Minifter  hypocritical?  Your  Clergy  legal  oppreflbrs?  The 
**  reigning  Family  extravagant  ?  The  Crown  ofa  certain  Perfonage 
"  becoming  every  day  too  weighty  for  the  head  that  wears  it  ?  Too 
"  weighty  for  the  people  who^^^^  it  ?  Your  taxes  partial  and  cx- 
«*  ceffive  ?  Your  reprefentation  a  cruel  ift/ult  upon  the  facred  rights 
"  ot  property,  religion,  and  freedom? 
'*  But  on  the  14th  of  this  month,  prove  to  the  political  fyco- 
phantsof  theday.that  you  reverence  the  olive  branch  ;  that  yoa 
«iy///  faerifice  to  public  tranquillity,  till  the  majority ^tf// exclaim, 
"  The  fsace  of  Slipvery  is  'worfe  than  the  luar  of  Freedom.  Of  that 
«*  moment  let  tyrants  beware." 

The  moft  violent  of  them,  it  was  true,  could  not  be  konwH, 
fo  as  to  find  out  its  author.  Each  party  had  given  it  to  the 
enemy,  but  it  was  clear  that  as  foon  as  inquiry  was  fet  oa 
foot,  and  a  profecution  talked  of,  a  diilenling  Minifter^ 
who  had  long  refided  there,  difappeared  at  once,  went 
abroad,'  and  was  no  more  heard  of.  This  was  not  conclu- 
iive  evidence,  but  it.was  a  circumftance  carrying  with  ic 
ftrong  fufpicion,  and  that  fufpicion  to  this  day  had  not  been 
removed. 

The  fubftance  of  the  prefent  motion  he  took  to  be  found* 
ed;  I  ft,  On  the  fteps  taken  by  Government  to  quell  the 
riots;  2dly,  The  care  taken  to  difcover  the  rioters;  3dly, 
The  fteps  taken  to  bring  theni  to  punilhment;  4thly,  Le- 
nity ftiewn  to  thofe  who  had  been  tried ;  laftly,  The  rea- 
fon  why  Minifters  did  not  proceed  to  try  the  Magiftrates. 
On  each  of  thefe  points  he  expatiated  for  fome  time.  On 
the  firft  he  gave  an  account  of  the  intelligence  received^ 
which  he  maintained  to  have  been  brought  to  town  in  the 
morning  of  Friday,  the  riot  having  commenced  only  on 
Thurfday  afternoon.  He  faid,  that  in  this  cafe  the  Earl 
of  Aylesford  had  conduded  himfelf  in  a  manner  highly 
praifeworthy.  He  alledged  alfo,  that  all  poffible  expedition 
was  ufed  to  fend  for  troops  for  the  purpofc  of  quelling  of 
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thefe  riots;  for  it  was  known  to  be  impoffible  to  quell  thf 
riots  without  a  military  force.  The  intelligence  came  to 
him  about  tea  o'clock  in  the  morning  on  Friday.  Inftantly 
difpatches  were  fent  to  Nottingham,  133  miles.  From 
thence  to  Birmingham,  the  diftance  was  56  miles.  The 
troops  marched  immediately,  and  they  arrived  at  Birming- 
ham about  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  on  Sunday.— 
In  this  part  of  the  bufinefs  there  was  certainly  no  remiff- 
nefs  on  the  part  of  Government,  and  the  riots  were  pretty 
well  got  over  on  Monday. 

The  next  ftep  was  the  difcovering  the  rioters;  and  here 
again  Government  had  done  all  they  could.     They  fent 
down  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treafury,  and^with  him  an  able 
Counfel,  and  a  very  adlive  Magiflrate,  to  difcover  the  of- 
fenders.    Here  he  read  the  inftruSions  given  to  thefe  gen- 
tlemen, all  (hewing  that  the  greateft  vigilance  was  ufed  on 
the  part  of  Government  to  difcover  the  offenders.     He 
alfo  read  a  letter  from  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treafury,  when 
at  Birmingham,  giving  an  account  of  a  converfation  he  had 
with  Mr.  Ruffell,  upon  the  fubjeft  of  taking  informations 
againft  the  Juflices,  purporting,  that  under  the  circum- 
Aances,  he  had  agreed  with  Mr.  Ruffell   that  a£Bdavits 
fhou}d  be  made  of  the  fa£ts  thought  material  againft  the 
Magiftrates,  and  that  they  fhould  be  fent  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.     From  this  letter,  he  argued,  that  when  the  So- 
licitor of  the  Treafury  had  offered  to  get  any  fa£ls,  tending 
to  criminate  the  Magiftrates,  taken  in  the  form  of  infor- 
mation, the  Diflenters  themfelves  had  declined  it,  and  pre- 
ferred the  lefs  fatisfa£lory  way  by  affidavits.    The  next 
point  was  the  bringing  of  the  rioters  to  punifliment.  Twelve 
of  them  had  been  reported  to  be  deferving  of  trial*     They 
were  all  tried— The  jury  acquitted  eight  of  them.     It  was 
true  that  feme  perfons  in  Court  doubted  of  the  propriety  of 
their  verdifts  of  acquittal.     However,  the  jury  refented  the 
imputation.     Whether  they  were  right  or  wrong  he  could 
not  fay.     All  that  he  had  to  maintain  was,  that  their  ac- 
quittals Were  not  the  fault  of  Government.  The  next  point 
was  the  lenity  ihewn  to  thofe  who  had  been  convi£led.  Four 
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of  them  flood  in  that  fituntion.  One  of  thefe  was  par(}oned 
upon  a  principle  which  always,  he  believed,  guided  the 
Council  of  His  Majefty,  always,  at  leaft  while  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  of  that  number,  it  was  a  principle  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  the  moft  juft  and  rational— that  of  fol- 
lowing the  report  of  the  Judge.  In  this  cafe  the  Judge  had 
reported  favourably,  and  therefore  he  was  pardoned.  But 
the  cafe  of  the  other  was  very  different.  Two  days  before 
the  time  at  which  the  execution  was  ordered,  he  received  a 
letter  from  Sir  Robert  Lawley,  ftating,  that  very  parti- 
cular fadts  had  been  difclofed  with  regard  to  this  prifoner, 
and  befeechingon  his  behalf  that  a  refpite  of  fourteen  days 
fhould  be  fent  down  to  him— There  was  no  time  to  delibe- 
rate, the  refpite  was  fent;  but  with  it  direSions  to  inform 
the  prifoner  not  to  flatter  himfelf  with  hopes  of  mercy,  un- 
lefs  it  fliouM  appear  that  every  fyllable  that  had  been  urged 
in  his  defehce  was  true;  in  the  mean  time  directions  were 
given  to  Examine  into  the  fadls,  and  a  gentleman  went  down 
to  crofs-examine  thefe  witnefles,  as  if  they  had  been  inter- 
rogated in  Court.  The  refult  of  the  evidence  was,  that 
this  poor  fellow  was  an  honeft  hard-working  mechanic ;  that 
he  was  feen  in  a  houfe  that  was  on  fire  at  the  time  of  the 
riots;  and  that  he  had  aSually  taken  up  fome'of  the  boards 
of  a. floor  that  confined  the  fmoke;  and  by  doing  fo,  had 
favftd  the  lives  of  feveral  people  who  were  then  in  the  houfe, 
and  that  he  did  it  with  that  intent.  The  gentleman  fent 
down  to  crofs-examine  thefe  witnefles  had  made  this  report; 
to  which  he  added,  that  he  verily  believed,  that  if  this  poor 
man  was  executed,  an  innocent  man  would  faffer.  This 
was  not  all.  He  waited  until  the  learned  Judge  who  pre- 
fided  at  the  trial  arrived  in  town,  who  was  then  near  300 
miles  ofi^.  When  he  arrived,  he  fent  that  report  to  him, 
and  requefted  him  to  look  it  over ;  to  compare  it  with  his 
own  notes  at  the  trial,  and  to  give  his  opinion  t>n  the  refult. 
The  learned  Judge  did  fo;  and  afterwards  faid,  that  he  faw 
nothing  in  the  report  that  was  inconflftent  with  any  part  of 
thetria};  that  it  was  clearly  poflible;  and;idded,  that  if 
^hat  had  appeared  at  the  trial,  it  might  have  been  agroiindi 
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for  the  jury  to  have  acquitted  the  prifoner*  Thefe  were  the 
real  termson  which  he  had  advifed  His  Majefty  to  extend  his 
Royal  mercy  to  thofe  perfons,  and  he  was  far  from  wifliing 
to  fhelterhimfelf  behind  the  prerogative  of  theCrown  jn  this 
cafe.  On  the  contrary,  he  held  himfelf  refponfible  to  tliat 
Houfe,  whenever  called  upon,  to  account  for  the  advice  he 
gave  the  Sovereign  to  pardon  a  criminal,  as  well  as  any  other 
advice^  With  refpedt  to  Government  declining  to  inftitute 
profecutions  againft  the  Magi ftrates  in  queftion,hc  obferved, 
that  he  followed  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  General,  who 
on  the  mod  mature  deliberation  of  the  various  cafes,  was 
not  of  opinion,  that  thefe  was  a  probabflity  of  convidlion 
in  tjiofe  cafes;  and  that  profecutions  might,  perhaps,  af- 
fe£l  and  injure  the  applications  about  to  be  made  for  pecu«- 
niary  compenfation  to  thofe  who  had  fuftained  lolTes,  He 
did  not  expeS  thaf  thefe  Magiftrates,  in  the  timeof  fuch 
tumult  and  danger,  fhould  be  quitp  accurate  either  in  their 
expreffions  or  their  condu£l ;  but  he  was  far  from  being  fure 
that  thofe  who  heard  them,  heard  correSly  enough  to  ex- 
clude all  pofTibility  ofmiftake.  However,  the  truth  was, 
that  Government,  if  it  had  the  wiflij  had  not  the  power  to 
prevent  profecution  in  thefe  cafes,  it  was  always  open*  to 
every  man  in  the  kingdom,  either  by  indidiment  or  infor- 
mation, as  he  (hould  think  fit  to  bring  the  matter  forward. 
And  if  the  Diffenters  were  diflatisfied,  they  might  profe- 
cute  the  Magiftrates  themfelves;  they  were  not  prevented 
by  the  a£ls  of  Government.  He  made  many  other  obfer- 
vations ;  particularly,  he  faid  that  he  agreed  with  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  had  made  the  motion,  that  there 
might  be  a  perfecution  of  fe<Saries  from  the  efti^bliihed  pul- 
pits ;  but  there  might  be  a  perfecution  of  the  Church  by 
feflaries.  Having  made  other  obfervations,  he  conclud- 
ed by  repeating,  ^that  as  far  as  regarded  himfelf  perfonally, 
he  had  not  the  (hadow  of  objeition  to  the  propofed  inquiry*, 
and  he  (hould  wiih  the  Houfe  to  difcufs  the  matter  freely. 
Whatever  way  it  was  determinf^d  would  be  perfeflly  agree- 
able to  him;  the  Houfe  would  exercife  its  own  judgement. 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  81 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  explained,  and  obferved  he  made  no 
accufatlon  fpecifically  ;  all  he  had  faid  was  relative  to  the 
policy  of  this  country  fufFering  fuch  imputation  on  the  di- 
ftribution  of  public  juft  ice. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  conceiving  the  fubjedl  to  re- 
quire very  little  obfervation,  he  fhould  be  fhort  in  what 
he  fhould  fubmit  to  the  Houfe  ;  but  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mn  Dundas)  had  introduced  fo  many  cir- 
cumftances  into  the  debate,  that  had  no  reference  to  the 
fubjed  before  the  Houfe,  that  he  wifhed  to  dlfmifs  them 
from  their  attention,  and  point  out  the  very  fmall  com- 
pafs  in  which  the  real  merits  of  the  queftion  were  com- 
prifed.  The  queftion,  Mr.  Windham  faid,  was,  fimply, 
whether  the  Magiftrates  afted  properly  ;  or  whether^ 
which  he  feared  was  the  fa£t,  their  condudl  had  not  been 
iniluenced  by  the  animolities  of  the  place  ?  There  was 
an  eflential  difference  between  the  caufe  and  theoccafion 
of  any  event.  If  it  were  true,  that  had  no  handbills 
been  publiflied,  nor  any  meeting  taken  place,  difturb- 
ances  would  not  have  happened,  it  was  equally  true, 
he  obferved,  that  had  no  religious  difference  fubfilled, 
previous  to  that  meeting,  and  antecedent  to  the  publica- 
tion of  thofe  hand  bills,  no  tunAult  would  have  occur- 
red. . 

He  complained  very  much  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Diffenters  were  treated  in  this  country.  There  was  a  d.f- 
pofition  to  run  them  down  by  violence,  and  to  fhut  them 
out  from  juftice.  We  fhould  take  care  that  they  fhould 
not  have  fo  many  reafons  to  be  diffatisfied. 

Mr.  JE'NKINSON  contended  againtt  the  motion,  and 

thought  it  unneceffary  to   inftitute  an  inquiry,  by  the 

extraordinary  means  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,    when 

the  ordinary  mode  of  appealing  to  the*laws  would  afford 

every  redrefs  required  ;    and  the  Diffenters  thernfelves 

might,  if  they  pleafed,  inftitute  profecutions  againft  the 

Magiftrates,  founded  on  thofe  aflBdavits.     He  argued,  that 

thofe  affidavits  were  not  entitled  •  to  full  credit,  becaufe 

they  had  been  taken  before  Diflenting  Jufticesi   of  the 
Vol.  XXXIII.  M 
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Peace;  and  he  faid  that  the  Hbufe  ought  not  to  inftitutc 
an  inquiry,  when  the  perfons  who  were  fuppofed  to  be 
injured  did  not  defire  it,  and  when  no  individual  had  madd 
any  complaint  to  the  Houfe.  If  thofe  who  fufFered  moft 
remained  filent,^  it  became  not  Minifters  to  ftep  out  of 
their  way,  or  Parliament  to  make  that  a  matter  of  in-r 
guiry  which  concerned  individuals  only. 

Captain  FINCH  faid,  it  was  true  there  were  recruit- 
ing parties  at  Birmingham,  but  they  had  no  arms,  and 
could  be  of  little  fervice.  He  adverted  to  the  mention  of 
the  hand-bill,  to  which  the  name  of  Lord  Aylesford  was 
fubfcribed,  and  hoped  that  it  was  not  introduced  with  a 
view  of  rcflcfking  on  the  condudl  of  perfons  who  had 
done  every  thing  in  their  power  to  fupprefsthe  riots. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  he  had  mentioned  it  not  a» 
reflefting  on  any  individual,  but  as  difgraceful  to  the  po- 
lice of  the  country,  that  perfons  in  the  aAual  violation 
of  all  law  ihould  be  addreffed  by  Magiftrates  by  the  appel- 
lation of  friends  and  fellow-Churchmen. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  faid,  that  without  a  formal  com- 
plaint from  any  fet  of  men,  the  fafts  ftated  in  the  aflBda- 
yits  were  fufficjent  to  call  for  an  inquiry  into  the  conduit 
of  the  Magiftrates.  The  Houfe,  they  were  told,  muft 
not  inquire,  for  fear  of  raking  up  the  {mothered  embers 
of  diffention.  Was  this  an  argument  to  be  endured  for  a 
moment  ?  And  was  that  Houfe  to  be  told,  that  abufes 
aftually  committed,  muft  be  paffed  over  in  filence, 
left  fome  perfons  fhould  be  provoked  to  commit  frefh 
ones  !  To  fay  this,  he  remarked,  was  to  avow  that  the 
Government  of  the  country  was  too  feeble  to  proteft  oi* 
to  punifli.  It  was  of  little  importance  to  the  Houfe  whe- 
ther the  pretext  for  the  riots  was  of  a  political  or  reli- 
gious nature  ;  but  it  was  of  great  importance  to  the  Diffen- 
ters,  and  they  felt  it  to  be  fo.  That  it  was  purely  reli- 
gious, the  cries  of  **  Church  and  King,"  and  the  conr 
duft  of  the  mob,  fully  proved,  beyond  a  poffibility  of 
doubt. — Mr.  Keir,  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land,   was  Chairman  of  (he  meeting,  aflembled  on  the 
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14th  of  July.     His  property  was  not  touched  by  the 
rioters  ;  but  the  houfes  of  Mr.  Taylor,  and  other  gentle- 
men, who  were  not  at  the  meeting,  and  were  even  avcrfe 
to  it,    were  deftroyed.       They   were    Difienters,    and 
it  was  evident  that  not  their  political,  but  their  religious 
opinions  were  looked  to  upon  the  occafion.  The  diflent* 
ing  Clergyman,  to  whom  the  inflammatory  hand-bill  wa« 
imputed,  on  account  of  his  abfenting  himfelf  from  the 
country,  he  underflood  to  be  abfent,   becauie  his  houie 
had  been  burned,   and  he  could  neither  afford  to  rebuild 
it,  nor  fue  for  the  damage  he  had  fuftained,  and  becaufe 
there  was  a  doubt,   in  point  of  law,  to  whom  the  houfe 
belonged,  and  a  Chancery  fuit  muft  be  determined,  be- 
fore it  could  be  afcertained  in  whofe  name  the  SL&ion 
fhould  be  brought.      Long  before    the   dinner  of  the 
14th  of  July  was  thought  of,  had  theClergy  of  the  efta- 
bliihed  Church  at  Birmingham  preached  and  printed,  in 
the  moft  unqualified  terms,    againft  the  DifTenters ;  for 
proof  of  which,   he  would  read  the  following  extrafts 
from  a  fermon  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Madan's,  Reftor  of 
St.  Phillip's,  preached  in  1790  : 

**  It  is  farther,'*  fays  that  Clergyman,  "  to  be  confider- 
"  ed,  that  the  Prefbyterian  principles  are  unqueftionably 
*«  republican  ;"  and  this  obfervation,  in  a  fubfequent  publi- 
cation, he  declares  he  intended  to  apply  to  the  Diffenters 
ingenerah  In  another  place,  he  fay  si  "  it  is  neqeflary  to 
"  remark,  that  the  principles  of  the  Socinian  dodtrine  in 
"  this  place,  are  evidently  gaining  ground  among  the  Pref- 
"  byterians,  and  certainly  thofe  principles  are  not  more 
"  confiftent  with  the  doftrine  of  the  cftablifhed  Church, 
"  and  no  lefs  danpsrous  to  the  State,  than  any  of  the  te- 
«  nets  of  Popery."  And  again,  **  Is  there  no  reafon  to 
"  receive  with  fufpicion  their  declarations  of  reverence  to 
"  the  Government,  and  of  loyalty  to  the  King,  (however 
**  fpecioufly  and  pompoufly  announced)  when  the  amount 
"  of  that  reverence  has  been  exaftly  afcertained,  by  a  woe* 
**  ful  experience  of  republican  tyranny,  and  that  loyalty 
"  has  been  exaftly*  delineated  with  the  blood  of  a  King.'*— ' 
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He  would  not  trouble  the  Houfe  with  farther  quotations  ; 
thefe  were  fufficient  to  (hew  that  the  unhappy  difturbances 
at  Birmingham  had  originated  in  the  narrow  bigotry,  and 
intolerant  fpirit,  of  tjie  Clergy. 

He  drew  a  contrail  between  that  religion  which  teaches 
charity  and  brotherly  love,  and  that  abufc  of  it  which 
produces  only  mutual  hatred  and  pcrfecution.  Cotild  the 
Almighty  accept  that  worfliip  which  canxe  reeking  from 
outrage,  conflagration,  and  deflruftion  ?  Perfecution  was 
a  dangerous  weapon,  either  for  a  divine  or  a  politician. — 
It  often  failed  to  ftrike  thofe  agaiaft  whom  it  was  aimed, 
and  recoiled  on  the  heads  of  thofe  who  attempted  to  wield 
it.  If  the  .aflSdavits ,  were  true,  the  conduft  of  the  Ma- 
giftrates  had  been  highly  culpable,  and  in  juftice  to  them- 
iclves,  if  innocent,  and  to  the  country,  if  guilty,  the 
charges  contained  in  them  ought  to  be  inquired  into. 

Mr.  CUR  WEN  faid,  the  affidavits  laid  fo  ftrong  a  ground  for 
inquiry,  that  he  was  aftonifhed  no  fleps  had  been  taken  upon 
them  by  the  Officers  of  the  Crown.  Favourably  as  he  was 
difpofed  to  think  of  the  learned  gentlemen,  whofe  duty  it  more 
immediately  was  to  take  thofe  fteps,  he  ihould  think  it  his 
duty,  if  nobody  elfe  would  do  it,  to  make  a  motion  againft 
His  Majefty's  Law  Officers,  for  having  neglefted  to  inftitute 
an  inquiry.  Inftead  of  ilTuing  proclamations  to  teach  the  people 
their  duty,  it  would  better  become  the  Houfe  to  fet  them  a 
good  example,  by  performing  the  duly  with  which  they  them- 
felves  were  entruftcd,  and  taking  care  that  perfpns  in  high  offi- 
cial fituations  did  their  duty  alfo. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  the  affidavits  were 
not  taken  in  fuch  a  Way,  or  with  fuch  a  careful  examination 
of  circumftances,  as  he  thought  indifpenfably  neceflary  ;  and 
he  declared  he  would  never  put  a  charge  on  record  againft  Ma- 
giftrates,  who  were  always  to  be  confidered  as  volunteers  in  the 
public  fervice,  on  fuch  evidence ;  evidence,  which  was  taken 
ex  partt;  not  in  the  prefence  of  the  perfons  accufed,  and  with- 
out any  crofs-examination  of  the  witneffes.  Nothing  lefs  would 
fatisfy  him,  than  evidence  collcfted  with  the  fame  care  and  pre- 
caution that  had  been  employed  in  taking  the  informations 
on  which  the  profecutipns  of  the  rioters  bad  been  founded^  and 
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which  informations  were  taken  publicly,   and  where  die  wit- 
nefles  underwent  a  crofs-examination. 

He  recapitulated  the  advice  he  had  given  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  the  ileps  taken  in  confequcnce,  by  fending  down  one 
of  the  Solicitors  to  the  Trcafiiry,  with  proper  Counfei,  to  aid 
the  Magidrates  in  taking  the  informations,  and  faid  he  would 
have  gone  himielf,  had  not  the  other  bufmefs  of  his  office  de- 
tained him  in  town.  His  next  care,  he  faid,  was  that  the  trials 
at  Warwick  and  Worceftcr  (hould  be  properly  conduced ; 
and  to  name  the  Counfel  who  appeared  there  for  the  Crowo^ 
uasto  fugged  to  every  gentleman  who  hoard  him,  the  htgheft 
ideas  of  ability  and  honour.  Some  verdicts  of  acquittal  had 
been  complained  of;  but  fuch  was  his  reverence  for  the  deci- 
fion  of  a  jury,  that  he  always  fuppofed  they  muft  have  feen 
fomething,  on  which  to  form  their  •pinion,  which  he  cquM 
not  fee,  from  the  mere  perufal  of  the  evidence.  It  hadfome- 
times  happened  to  him,  that  when  he  was  in  Court,  he  had 
thought  the  decifion  of  a  Jury  wrong,  but  on  converfing  with 
feme  of  them  on  the  fubjeft  afterwards,  he  had  been  convinced 
that  they  were  right,  and  he  had  been  in  the  wrong.  Mr. 
RulTell,  who  fent  up  the  affidavits,  had  been  prefled  to  coUeft 
the  evidence  on  the  condudl  of  the  Magidrates,  while  the  gen* 
tlemen  fent  down  by  Government  were  at  Birminghahi,  and  let 
informations  be  regularly  taken,  but  he  had  declined  the  bufi- 
nefs,  as  imprudent  at  that  moment.  His  reafons  werc^ 
that  while  thofe  very  Magidrates  were  afliding  in  taking  infor- 
mations againd  the  rioters,  to  take  informations  againd  them, 
before  other  Magidrates,  might  throw  difcredit  on  their  pro- 
ceedings, as  it  would  give  rife  to  a  belief  that  the  adual  rio- 
ters were  the  ignorant  indruments,  and  entitled  to  lenity, 
while  the  Magidrates  were  the  authors  of  the  mifchiefs, 
and  the  only  fit  obje£ts  of  punifhment.  He  had  himfelf  alfo 
thought  it  dangerous  to  bring  forward  charges  againd  men 
much  edeemed  in  the  county,  while  the  claims  of  the  fuiFerers 
for  indemnification  were  depending,  becaufe  it  might  have  ex- 
cited fuch  a  degree  of  prejudice  and  party  fpirit  as  would  have 
prevented  an  impartial  trial ;  and  therefore,  for  the  fake  of 
the  fufferers  themfelves,  he  had  thought  it  mod  prudent  to  pofl- 
pone  any  inquiry.  The  affidavits  might  be  ground  for  an  in- 
quiry to  begin  dc  novo,  and  to  be  copdudl^d  with  all  the  pre- 
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caution  which  he  thought  indifpenfable,  but  they  were  no 
ground  for  af"  fpecific  profecution.  They  were  contradiftory 
in  themfelves  ;  for  inftance,  there  were  paflages  in  them  tend- 
ing to  (hew  that  the  Magiftrates  had  actually  encouraged  the 
burning  of  houfes,  while  others  only  proved,  that,  being  but 
two  againft  thoufands,  they  h^d  endeavt)ured  to  conciliate,  in- 
ftead  of  intimidating,  and  to  leflen  the  mifchief  which  they  could 
not  entirely  prevent.  Nothing  was  more  dangerous  than  to 
liuft  to  contradi£lory  evidence  of  expreflions,  uttered  in  a  mo- 
ment of  alarm,  ill  underftood,  and  imperfeftly  recollefted. — 
So  loofely  were  the  affidavits  taken,  that  when  he  read  them, 
he  could  not  difcover  what  fpecific  crime  they  were  meant  to 
point  at ;  for  fomeof  them  tended  to  fhew  that  the  Magiftrates 
were  principals  in  felony,  others  to  charge  them  only  with  a 
ihifdemeanor,  by  negleft  of  duty.  But  after  all,  if  theDiflen- 
tcrs  wiflied  to  make  ufe  of  the  affidavits,  they  were  ftill  at  full 
liberty  to  do  fo  ;  they  might  take  upon  themfelves  the  profe- 
cution  of  the  Magiftrates,  though  Government  (hould  decline 
it,  whenever  they  thought  fit. 

He  felt  no  anxiety  about  the  motion  now  made,  and  only  wifli* 
cd  to  (hew  that  alHiad  been  done  by  hinr,  to  thebeft  of  his  judge- 
ment, that  could  be  doxxe.  He  was  not  of  a  difpofition  to  alk 
any  man  who  applied  to  him  for  juftice, — '*  In  what  manner 
**  do  you  fay  your  prayers?" — and  he  hoped  the  honourable 
gentleman  would  read  and  compare  the  feveral  parts  of  the  affi- 
davits with  as  much  attention  as  he  had  done»  before  he  found- 
ed any  motion  of  cenfure  upon  them, 

Mr.  CURWEN  faid,  he  had  come  down  to  the  Houfe,  de- 
terinined,  in  his  own  mind,  to  vote  againft  the  motion  ,  but 
that,  by  the  ftatement  and  arguments  he  had  heard,  and  the 
perufal  of  fome  of  the  affidavits  themfelves,  fince  the  debate 
began,  he  had  been  induced  to  change  his  fentiments  ;  and  he 
not  only  thought  a  public  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  Ma- 
giftrates'  highly  necertary,  but  was  furprifed  the  Minifters 
fhould  oppofe  it.  In  one  of  the  affidavits  there  was  the  fol- 
lowing paflage,  ^xprcfsly  charging  one  of  the  Magiftrates 
with  having  encouraged  and  dire&ed  the  proceedings  of  the 
rioters. 

One  perfon  fwears,  that  "  foon  after  nine  o'clock  on  the 
'*  14th  of  July,  ho  came  into  Bull  ftreet,  at  that  end  next 
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''  Steel-houfe  lane,  and  there  he  found  a  number  of  people 
^^  called  together,  and  (houting ;  and  the  general  cry  was, 
"  Down  with  the  Prefbyterians."  He  then  advanced  a  little 
farther,  "  andfaw  the  Reverend  Dr.  Spencer,  and  J.  Carles, 
£fq.,  and  came  within  a  few  yards  of  them  ;  they  were 
then  (landing  with  their  backs  to  the  gates  of  the  front  of 
Dr.  Parrott's  houfe,  and  upon  the  cry  from  the  mob^ 
"  Down  with  the  Prelbyterians,"  this  deponent  (fays  the  af- 
"  fidavit)  diftindly  faw  the  faid,  Dr.  Spencer  and  J.  Carles 
*^  both  take  off  their  hats,  and  wave  them  round,  and  fay. 
Aye,  my  lads,  down  with  the  Preftyterians,"  This  de- 
ponent faith,  the  faid  J.  Carles  then  addrefled  himfelf  to 
*^  the  mob,  and  faid,  **  We  fuppofe  you  are  Churchmen, 
"  and  as  fuch  we  expeft  that  you  will  remember  your  King 
"  and  Church :  you  may  fee  what  they  are  at,  (meaning,  as 
"  this  deponent  underdood  and  believes,  the  Prcfbyterians) 
^*  therefore  down  with  the  Prelbyterians.*'  This  deponent 
"  faith,  the  faid  Dr.  Spencer  and  J.  Carles  then  took  oJ 
"  their  hats,  and  (houted,  **  Huzza!"  and  the  mob  joined 
«  them." 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid,  that  from  his  perfonal  know- 
ledge of  the  circumftances,  he  was  prepared  to  have  redeem- 
ed the  pledge  he  had. given  on  a  former  day,  by  proving,  in  . 
oppofltion  to  the  then  aifertion  of  an  honourable  Baronet, 
(Sir  Robert  Lawley)  that  the  riots  at  Birmingham  were  of  a 
religious,  and  not  of  a  political,  nature;  but  as  that*  gentle- 
man had  not  thought  fit  to  maintain  the  extent  of  his  propo- 
fitlon,  he  would  not  trefpafs  on  the  patience  of  the  Houfe,  by 
going  again  over  beaten  ground.  He  muft,  however,  ob- 
ferve  on  the  ftate  in  which  the  honourable  Baronet  meant  how 
to  leave  the  queftion,  that  the  diftinSion  made  by  an  honour- 
able gentleman  (Mr.  Windham)  between  the  caufe  and  tlic; 
occajion  of  any  event,  was  perfe6Uy  juft,  clear,  and  appli- 
cable ;  for  in  this  cafe,  they  were  entirely,  if  not  defignediy, 
confounded.  The  meeting  on  the  14th  of  July  lall  might 
have  been  the  occajion  of  the  riot,  but  the  caufe  was  a  malig- 
nant and  perfecuting  fpirit,  raifed  againft  the  Diflenters, 
chiefly  fince  their  laft  application  for  the  repeal  of  the  Teft 
laws,  and  which  was  only  waiting  for  fome  occafion  to  break 
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ottt  into  Violence :  as  for  the  charge  which  had  been  made  on 
tliem>  of  having  excited  this  furious  ill  temper  by  their  own 
writings,  its  origin  was  far  more  cafily  difcoverable  in  thofe 
of  their  opponents.  In  proof  of  this  affertion,  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  making  a  few  (hort  quotations  from  two  in- 
vedivcs  called  fermons^  preached  at  St.  Philip Vin'Birming- 
bam. 

In  that  of  Dr.  Croft,  on  the  3d  of  January  1790,  were 
Ac  following  paflages :  "  It  is  the  finn  belief  of  our  Clergy^ 
**  that  while  their  meeting  houfes  are  open  they  are  weaken- 
**  ing  and  almoft  demolifliing  the  whole  fabric  of  Chriftia- 
**  nity." — "  The  right  of  voting  at  eleftions,  and  of  fitting 
**  in  Parliament,  cannot,  unfortunately  (as  we  think)  be 
^*  taken  from  the  Diffenters;" — ^but  **  it  would  be  defirablc 
**  to  exclude  from  the  Britiih  Senate  all  thofe  who  are  led 
<«  away  by  their  plaufible  arguments." — "  The  future  defti- 
"  nation  of  Seflaries  is  left  to  the  fearcher  of  hearts ;  and  it 
"  is  the  duty  of  the  civil  Magiftratc  to  difablc  them,  if  ho 
"  can,  from  being  mifcbievous  in  this  world. '*-»^*^  The  fa- 
"  brie  of  our  conftitution  was  built  on  ^  folid  foundation : 
**  the  Diflenters  wifli  to  deftroy  it."  Mr.  Madan,  on  the 
14th  of  February,  animated  with  the  fame  foul,  and  deter- 
mined to  equal  the  courage  and  candour  of  his  predeceflor,. 
aiTerted,  from  the  fame  pulpit,  that — "  The  Prefbyterian 
principles  are  unqueftionably  republican.** — "  The  Soci- 
nian  dodlfine  is  evidently  gaining  ground  in  this  place y  and 
certainly  thofe  do£lrines  are  no  lefs  dangerous  to  the  State, 
than  any  of  the  tenets  of  popery." — "  Their,  (the  Dif-» 
fenters)  pofleflion  of  Offices,  has  been  proved  incompa- 
"  tible  with  the  welfare  of  the  eftablifhed  Church,  and  the 
fafety  of  the  civil  Govfernment.  The  amount  of  their  re- 
verence for  the  Government  has  been,  exaftly  afcertained 
**  by  a  woeful  experience  of  republican  tyranny  ;  and  the 
**  extent  of  their  loyalty  has  been  exaftly  delineated  with  the 
**  blood  of  a  King."  He  would  not,  Mr,  Sraith  faid,  infult 
the  underftanding  or  liberality  oi  the  Houfe,  by  entering  into 
a  refutation  of  fuch  abfurd  calumnies,  or  wafte  time  in  expo-" 
fmg  ignorance  fo  exceffive,  and  bigotry  fo  contemptible.  He 
&ould  not  have  thought  even  the  indignancy  of  fpirit  worthy 
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of  notice,  bad  it;  not  been  for  the  obvious  tendency  of  fuch  in- 
flammatory accufations  to  produce  thofe  abominable  mifchiefs 
which  had  fince  been  parpetrated ;  and  it  certainly  was  not 
very  wonderful  that  the  inveteracy  which  could  go  fuch  lengths 
to  render  the  obje£ls  of  its  own  hatred  odious  to  the  vulgar, 
Ihould  be  prepared  to  connive  at  thofe  excefles  which  it  h^d 
contributed  to  occaiion.  As  for  the  incendiary  hand  bill 
which  had  been  fuppofed  more  immediately  to  have  raifedthe 
pafGons  of  the  populace,  as  it  certainly  was  the  work  of  an 
anonymous  imacknowledged  individual,  and  had  been  equally 
reprobated  by  both  parties,  it  appeared  to  him  of  no  impor* 
tance  to  either  (ide  of  the  queftion,  tq^fcertain  the  author. 
He  thought  it  but  right,  however,  to  fay  that  the  moft  inti- 
mate and  bofom  friends  of  the  perfbn  on  whom  it  had  been 
attempted  to  fix  it,  were  entirely  ignorant  of  the  matter ;  a 
prefumptive  argument  againft  the  truth  of  the  imputation,  or 
a  proof  that  the  meafure,  even  in  his  Own  opinion,  was  un- 
likely tomeet  with  their  concurrence. 

With  refpeft  to  the  motion  propofed,  Mr.  Smith  faid,  he 
was  convinced  it  was  well  grounded,  and  highly  proper. — 
The  affidavits  he  knew  to  (Contain  ftrong  evidence  of  egregious 
mifcondu£l  in  fome  of  the  Magidrates,  nor  could  he  approve 
the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  attempted  to  invalidate  that 
teftimony. 

An  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Jenkinfon)  was  totally  un- 
founded in  afTerting  that  the  depodtions  had  been  made  before 
adiflenting  Juftice  of  the  Peace,  in  whom  fome  partiality 
might  be  fuppofed.  The  gentleman  alluded  to,  indeed,  (Mr. 
Ruffell)  whofe  conduct  had  been  extremely  laudable,  had 
exerted  himfelf  in  difcovering  and  apprehending  many  of  the 
criminals,  and  in  bringing  forward  evidence  againft  them  ; 
but  moft  of  the  deponents  Had  been  examined  by  a  very  re- 
fpedable  Baxriftcr,  who  had  gone  down  to  Birmingham  with 
Mr,  Smith  himfelf,  chiefly  for  that  very  purpofe.  The  affi- 
davits were  all  fworn  before  a  Commiffioner  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench ; — and  he  muft  take  leave  to  declare,  from  his 
own  recoUeftion,  that  this  mode  of  proceeding,  which  had 
now  been  excepted  againft  by  the  Attorney  General,  as  fuf- 
picious,  had  been  approved  of  at  the  time  by  the  Treafury 
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Solicitor,  on  account  of  the  difficulty  which  was  then  expe-r 
rienced  in  perftiading  perfons  to  come  forward  as  witneffes  at 
all,  and  efpecially  againft  gentlemen  in  fuch  fituations.  He 
was  fure,  that  if  every  Member  of  the  Houfe  had  had  the  op- 
portunity of  reading  thofe  affidavits,  there  would  have  been 
but  one  opinion  refpeSing  the  exiftence  of  the  evilcomplain^- 
cd  of,  viz.  a  negleft  or  mifcondu£l  fo  grofsas  to  juftify  ftrong 
fufpicions  of  connivance,  and  to  demand  an  inquiry  into  the 
behaviour  of  the  perfons  accufed.  Allowing  that  fome  of  the 
expreffions  which  had  fallen  from  the  Magiftrates  had  been 
wrefted  by  miftake,  mifapprehenfion,  or  prejudice,  to  a  cri- 
minal meaning  not  intended,  and  fetting  thefe  totally  afide, 
fufficient  proof  would  yet  remain,  that  the  general  tenor  of 
their  language  and  conduft,  was  fuch  as  to  imprefs  the  minds 
of  the  people  with  a  full  perfuafion,  that  what  they  were  do- 
ing was  hot  difagreeable  to  thefe  confer vators  of  the  public 
fafety,  and  that  they  incurred  no  rilk  of  punifhment.  "  To 
the  New  Meeting,  Juflice  Carles  will  proteft  us'* — 
Juftice  Carles  fent  us  down  here" — *'  Damn  me!  the  Juf- 
tices  fay  we  jnay  pull  down  the  meetings,  but  not  hurt 
**  any  body's  property,*'  **  the  Juftices  will  proteflt  us." — 
Thefe,  and  expreffions  fimilar  to  thefe,  were  perpetually  in 
the  mouths  of  the  rioters,  and  repeated  in  the  hearing  of  thefe 
very  Juftices.  It  had  been  attempted,  in  fome  meafure,  to 
defend  them,  on  the  juft  obfervation  of  the  honourable  mo- 
ver; that  "  when  once  the  appetite  of  a  mob  for  plunder  was 
."  excited,  it  was  almoft  impoffible  to  gorge  it;"  but  furely, 
on  this  account,  they  could  only  be  deemed  more  culpable 
for  not  havipg  ufed  the  proper,  or  indeed,  any  means  to  crufti 
the  firft  appearances  of  commotion. 

The  Diflenters  had  alfo  been  charged,  Mr.  Smith  faid, 
with  an  unjuftifiable  delay  in  this  affair,  which  they  might  at 
any  time  have  brought  forward  ;  but  their  conduft  he  thought 
perfedly  defenfible,  and  eafy  to  be  accounted  for ;  and  cer- 
tainly, it  did  not  well  become  the  learned  gentleman  to  at- 
tack them  on  that  ground,  when  he  had  ftated  the  many  good 
reafons  which  had  induced  him  to  aft  in  the  fame  manner. — • 
With  the  Diffenters  thofe  motives  might  be  allowed  to  have 
at  leaft  equal  weight.     If  not  in  maintaining  the  honour  of 
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the  public  juftice  of  the  country,  they  might  be  fuppofed  as 
deeply  interefted  as  the  learned  gentleman  himfelf,  in  the  if. 
fiie  of  the  trials  depending  for  the  damages  they  had  fufFcred  ; 
and  when  feme  verdifls  had  been  given  of  fuch  a  nature  as  to 
occafion  the  fufpicions  and  the  well-known  remarks  of  an 
honourable  and  learned  and  mod  refpe&able  gentleman,  who 
had 'been  employed  for  the  profecution,   it  furely  gave  great 
colour  to  their  apprehenfions,  that  fo  many  obftacles  already 
exifted  to  the  courfe  of  Juftice,   as  to  render  it  imprudent  to 
run  the  rilk  of  increafing  them  by  any  imitation  not  abfo- 
lutely  neceflary.     Mr.   Smith  was  proceeding  to  remark  ori 
the  conduft  of  one  of  the  juries,  when,  being  called  to  order 
by  Mr.  Cawthome,  he  faid,  that  not  having  received  an  in- 
timation of  his  being  diforderly  from  the  Chair,  the  honour- 
able gentleman  would  excufe  him,   if  he  declined  any  defer- 
ence to  his  opinion  on  the  fubjeft ;  but  that,  without  debating 
that  queftion,  he  would  ftate  another  fafl;  to  this  point,  equal- 
ly notorious,  impreflive,  and  extraordinary — ^that  the  perfon 
who  had  himfelf  publifhed  and  figned  one  of  the  moft  mali- 
cious and  contemptible  hand  bills  circulated  on  this  occafion, 
and  refpefting  the  impropriety  of  whofe  behaviour  fome  of 
the  depoGtions  had  been  made,  was  the  very  man  by  whom 
fhefe  juries  were  fummoned,  who  were  to  decide  on  the  guilt 
of  the  rioters  and  the  compenfation  to  the  fufFerers.     As  to 
the  future  peace  of  that  place,   or  indeed  of  the  Icingdom  in 
general,  whether  it  was  more  likely  to  be  fecured  by  promot- 
ing or  byjrefufmgan  inquiry  into  the  negleft  of  duty  in  pub- 
lic officers,  and  in  a  cafe  fo  important  as  the  prefent,  and  to 
which  alfo  fuch  univerfal  attehtion  had  been  dxcited,  he  would 
leave  to  the  judgement  of  the  Houfe,  and  the  country  :    for 
his  own  part,  he  feared  that  even  the  delay,  however  unavoid- 
able, had  had  a  pernicious  influence ;  having  heard,  fince  he 
?ome  into  the  Houfe,  that  another  riot  had  juft  happened,  in 
which  thefe  very  Magiftrates  had  (hewn  great  unwillingnefs 
to  exert  themfelves,    though  applied  to  with  the  utmoft  ur- 
gency; aneffed,  inhisopinion,  naturally  to  be  expefted  from 
former  impunity,  but  which  might  be  attended  with  ruinous 
confequenccs.     On  the  whole,  he  thought  the  fuccefs  of  the 
niption  befqjfe  the  Houfe  effential  to  the  attainment  of  juftice, 
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and  the  vindication  of  the  public  charafter,  and  it  therefore 
would  receive  his  mod  cordial  fupport. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUN  DAS  faid,  the  ground  of  that  report 
was  no  more  than  a  foldier's  getting  into  a  quarrel  at  a  dif- 
orderly  houfe. 

Sir  ROBERT  LAWLEY  faid,  he  had  juft  learned,  from 
a  very  refpeSable  gentleman,  whom  he  would  name,  if  the 
Houfe  defired  it,  that  the  Magiftrates  had,  in  his  prefence, 
entreated  the  mob  to  dilperfe,  and  to  dp  no  mifchief ;  and  the 
Houfe  ought  not  to  permit  it  to  befuppofed  that  the  jury,  on 
tbeir  oaths,  hkd  not  aded  honeftly,  and  to  the  beft  of  thefr 
judgement. 

Mr,  CAWTHORNE  faid,  it  was  not  to  be  fuppofed  but 
that  the  SherifFof  the  county  had  fummoned  the  juries  fair-^ 
ly/  Dr.  Prieftley  had  lived  eighteen  years  unmolefted  at  Bir- 
mingham, till,  in  confequence  of  his  admiration  of  the 
glorious  French  revolution,  the  philofopher  was  converted 
into  a  politician,  and  fpread  fedition  through  the  country^. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  bore  teftimony  to  the 
good  condudl  of  Government  refpefting  the  riots,  and  dat- 
ed, that  he  had  feen  the  affidavits ;  for  that  though  they  could 
not  come  before  him  officially,  as  it  was  the  duty  of  the  At- 
torney General,  and  not  of  the  Solicitor,  to  advife  the  Crown 
upon  fuch  occafions,  the  Attorney  General  had  requefted  his 
fentiments  upon  the  fubjeft'^  Thathe  did  not  wiih  to  fhrink 
from  any  refponfibility  in  what  he  had  faid,  andhad  no  fcruple 
to  avow  that  he  entirely  coincided  with  the  Attorney  General 
in  opinion,  that  upon  thofe  affidavits,  fo  taken,  he^id  not 
think  it  prudent  to  inftitute  a  profeputiipn  againft  the  Ma- 
giftrates. 

Mr.  D.P.  COKE  earneftly  wifhed  the  motion  to  be  with- 
drawn, a3  he  thought  it  might  do  much  harm.  The  Diffeir- 
ters  either  did  not  wifli  that  the  Magiftrates  (hould  be  pro- 
fecuted,  or  thought  that  there  was  no  ground  for  it.  This 
he  inferred  from  his  own  knowledge  that  the  affidavits  had 
been  taken  under  the  infpeflion  of  a  gentleman  at  the  bar, 
who  was  fent  down  on  purpofe  ;  and  knowing  his  acknow- 
ledged honour,  ability,  and  judgement,  he  was  fatisfied  that 
b^  would  have  advi  fed  a  profecutipn^  if  he  had  thought  that 
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one  could  have  been  fupported  by  the  evidence  which  had 
been  coUefted.  He  ftaled  the  conduft  he  had  purfuediirthe 
profecution  of  the  rioters,  and  Lis  full  confidence,  from  what 
iiad  fallen  under  his  own  obfc nation,  that  Government  had 
done  all  that  it  was  in  their  power  to  bring  them  ^o  punifh- 
inent. 

Mr.  SMITH  faid,  it  was  not  to  be  inferred  that  the  Dif- 
fenters  thought  there  was  no  ground  for  profecuting  the  Ma- 
giftrates,  becaufe  they  themfelves  had  not  as  yet  done  it. — 
They  had  put  the  evidence  they  had  coUeded  into  the  hands 
of  Government,  and  had  waited  till  Government  fliould  de- 
cide upon  it. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  I   have  as  yet  heard  no  reafon  which 
fliould  induce  my  honourable  friend  to  withdraw  his  motion  ; 
fo  far  from  it,  that  it  is  to  me  matter  of  aftoniftiipent  that  fo 
little  plaufibility  has  been  given  by  the  gentlemen  on  tho 
©ther  fide  of  the  Houfe  to  the  arguments  which  they  have  ad- 
duced in  oppofition  to  his  motion.     Fa£ls  have  been  ftated  to 
the  Houfe  of  a  grave  and  moft  momentous  nature,  authenti- 
cated by  numerous  affidavits  of  credible  and  refpeftable  wit- 
nefles.     In  the  center  of  the  kingdom,  in  a  time  of  profound 
tranquillity^  under  a  Government  boafting  its  fuperior  libera- 
lity,  a  riot  has   fuddenly  broke  out,  attended  with  circum- 
ftances  Angularly  atrocious  and  alarming.     On  the  14th  of 
July  laft,   a  company  of  gentlemen,  profefling  themfelves 
friends  to  liberty,  met  at  a  hotel  in  the  town  of  Birmingham, 
to  commemorafc  the  anniverfary  of  the  French  revolution.'— 
After  pafling  fome  hours  in  a  focial  and  feilive  manner,  they 
feparated,  without  tumult  or  difturbance.     In  the  evening  of 
this  day,  the  popular  commotions,   afterwards  attended  with< 
cffedls  fo  dreadful,  commenced,  by  breaking  the  windows 
of  the  hotel.     The  Magiftrates  being  called  in  early,  took 
no  pains  or  precautions  to  quell  the  riot  fo  begun,  either  by 
reading  the  riotadi,  or  by  the  exertion  of  conftablcs,  or  by 
requiring  the  aid  of  the  military  ftatloned  in  the  town.     On 
the  contrary,  they  are  charged  with  inciting  and  encouraging 
the  rioters,  anddirefting,  with  malicious  purpofe,  their  rage 
to  the  Diflenters,  who  conftituted  a  large  proportion  of  the 
company  jull  before  departed  from  the  hotel.     It  is  undeni- 
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able,  that  by  fome  means  or  other  the  paflions  of  the  popu- 
lace were  inflanifd  to  the  higheft  pitch  ;  that  the  cry  of 
**  Church  and  King"  became  general  amongft  them,  and 
that  their  fury  was  direfted  folely  againft  thofe  who  had  dif- 
tinguifhed  themfelves  by  the  avowal,  not  of  their  political, 
but  religious  opinions.  It  foon  became  apparent,  that  it  was 
not  a  political  but  a  religious  mob,  aftuated  by  the  moft  hor- 
rid and  funguinary  fpirit  of  bigotry  and  perfecution.  While 
Mr.  Keir,  the  Chairman  of  the  meeting,  and  a  member  of 
the  eitabliflied  church,  remained  unmolefted,  the  houfe  of 
Dr.  Priellley,  who  was  not  prefent  at  the  meeting,  was  fur- 
rounded  by  the  mob,  fet  on  fire,  and  totally  demolifhed ; 
and  fcarcely  did  he  himfelf  efcape  with  life.  Many  other 
houfes,  belonging  to  perfons  known  to  entertain  the  fame  re- 
ligious fentiments  with  Dr.  Prieftley,  were  fet  on  fire,  and 
deftroyed,  amidft  the  acclamations  of  "  Church  and  King 
**  for  ever !  Down  with  the  Prefbyterians  !"  and  the  French 
revolution  appeared  plainly-to  have  been  not  the  real  caufe, 
but  merely  the  occafion  or  pretext  of  thefe  horrid  devaftations. 
We  are  now  called  upon,  by  the  motion  of  my  honourable 
friend,  to  inveftigate  the  conduft  of  the  Magiftrates  in  this, 
bufmefs  ;  and  if  it  can  be  clearly  proved  that  there  is  no  foun- 
dation for  the  numerous  and  ferious  charges  againft  themi 
their  honourable  acquittal  will  give  no  lefs  pleafure  to  the  ad- 
vocates than  to  the  oppofers  of  the  motion  now  before  the 
Houfe.  The  right  honourable  gentleman,  who  rofe  in  vin- 
dication of  his  own  conduft,  and  the  meafures  of  the  execu- 
tive Government  on  this  occafion,  has,  it  muft  be  owned, 
been  very  fuccefsful  in  his  elaborate  defence  of  thofe  meafures 
againft  which  no  accufation  has  been  brought,  which  are 
even  allowed  to  have  been  highly  laudable  and  meritorious  ; 
but  then  he  has  totally  failed  in  his  vindication  of  what  alone 
i$  confidered  as  culpable.  The  conduft  of  the  Magiftrates, 
and  the  fubfequent  connivance  and  tacit  approval  of  Govern- 
ment, fo  far  as  it  refpefts  that  condudl,  from  the  inquiry 
v^hich  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  the  other  night,  fo 
haughtily  demanded,  he  has  now  as  meanly  ftirunk.  He  has 
evaded,  or  palled  over  in  difcreet  filence,  charges  aftually 
ipade  5  he  has  courageoufly  repelled  thofe  which  were  never 
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brought-     The  learned  gentleman,  whofc  profcffional  duty 
it  was  to  have  inflituted  fuch  a  legal  inquiry  into  this  dark 
bufmefs  as  would  have  fupcrfcded  the  neceflity  of  the  parlia* 
mentary  inquiry  now  moved  for,  has  indeed  dated  fevcral 
fpecific  reafons  for  this  negledl ;  but  they  are  fuch  as,  I  am 
^crfuaded,  can  never  be  deemed  fatisfaAory  by  the  Houfe, 
or  by  the  impartial  Public.     The  learned  gentleman  tells  us, 
that  the  law  is  open  to  the  Diflenters,  and  that  they  are  at  li- 
berty, if  they  apprehend  the  Magillrates  to  have  been  deficient 
in  the  difcharge  of  their  duty,  to  commence  profecutions 
againft  them.     Sir,  this  is  not  the  concern  of  the  Diifenters 
only  ;  it  is  a  matter  of  public  and  national  import.    The  ho- 
nour of  Government,  and  the  fafety  of  the  community,  are 
equally  involved  in  it.     The  quedion  is,  whether  all  clailes 
of  faithful  and  peaceable  fubjefls  are  entitled  to  the  equal 
proteftion  of  the  law  ?    After  the  numerous  and  cruel  fuiFer- 
ings  of  the  Diffenters  at  Birmingham,  fhall  we  throw  upon 
them  the  ungrateful  and  invidious  ta(k  of  fmgling  out  delin- 
quents for  the  purpofe  of  public  profecution  and  ce^fure  ?— 
.  Would  this  be  generous  ?    Would  it  be  equitable  or  juft  ?^^ 
.Sir,  it  doe$  not  yet  appear  what  the  Diifenters  of  Birming- 
ham may  be  compelled  to  refulve  upon  as  to  this  point ;  but 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Treafury,  when  attending  the  examina- 
tions at  Birmingham,  was  exprefsly  informed  by  Mr.  Ruf- 
fell,  that  the  EXiifenters  declined  taking  any  part  whatever  in 
this  matter,  till  it  appeared  what  the  condudt  of  the  Minifter* 
of  the  Crown  would  be  refpefting  the  affidavits.     The  learned- 
gentleman  farther  tells  us,  "  that  Jiad  profecutions  been  in- 
"  ftituted.againft  the  Magiftrates,  while  the  actions  for  da- 
"  mages  were  pending,  it  might  have  proved  very  detrimen* 
"  tal  to  the  interert  of  the  Diflenters  themfelves.*'     If  there 
be  any  force  in  this  plea,  it  fhews,  in  a  mod  driking  man-* 
ner,  the  general  prevalence  of  that  detedable  fpirit  of  party 
rage  to  which  the  claft  of  citizens,  who  now  claim  the  pro- 
tedlion  of  the  Legiflature,  dand  expofed,  and  the  neceflity 
of  extending  to  them  that   protection.  ^  Thefe  trials,  how- 
ever, are  now  terminated,  and  confequently  this  objedtion  is 
completely  obviated.     Let  Miniders  now  dep  forward,  and 
do  thei^  duty  5  this  pretext  will  ferve  them  no  longer.    But 
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it  is  farther  alledged,  that  the  affidavits  now  lying  on  the  table 
before  us,  afford  not  a.  proper  and  adequate  ground  of  profe- 
cution,  becaufe  the  evidence  contained  in  them  is  merely  ex 
parte  evidence.  Sir,  is  it  poffible  that  the  learned  gentleman 
can  be  ferious  in  this  objeftion  r  Whoever  heard  before  that 
ex  parte  evidence  was  not  a  fufficient  ground  of  legal  invefti- 
gation  ?  Is  not  this  Houfe  fitting  in  the  capacity  of  the  great 
inqueft  of  the  nation  ?  and  is  not  the  evidence  upon  which  all 
grand  juries  find  their  bills,  ex  parte  evidence  ?  We  certainly  . 
ought  not  immediately  to  conclude  the  Magiftratcs'^w/V/y,  be- 
caufe heavy  charges  are  adduced  againft  them,  in  a  manner 
the  moft  pofitive.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  to  pretend  that 
becaufe  the  evidence  is  uniformly  and  confiftently  hoftile  to 
the  Magiftrates,  there  is  no  farther  occafion  to  inquire  into 
the  truth  of  it,  is  an  argument  which  there  can  be  little  occa- 
fion to  expofe  or  to  confute*  It  is  ftrange,  indeed,  that  foch 
an  pbjeftion  fhould  be  made ;  that  Government  fliould  re- 
quire, in  order  toeftablifh  the  validity  of  the  charges  contain- 
ed in  thefe  affidavits,  that  which  would  have  prevented  them 
from  being  made  at  all !  In  a  town,  where  the  fpirit  of  party 
raged  with  fo  much  virulence,  who  would  have  dared  to  have 
brought  evidence  openly  to  criminate  two  popular  Magiftrates  ? 
With  what  perfonal  danger  would  not  this  hav6  been  attend- 
ed ?  And  if  appear?ng  as  a  witnefs  againft  one  of  the  rioters, 
hasexpofed  a  perfon  almoft  to  every  fpecies  of  injury  and  in- 
fult>  for  which  thefe  upright  Magiftrates  would  give  him  no 
rcdrefs,  as  appears  from  the  affidavits,  what  muft  have  been 
the  confequences  of  appearing  againft  the  Magiftrates  them- 
felves?  We  have  heard,  however,  from  the  learned  gentle- 
man, another  argument,  in  my  opinion  ftill  more  extraordi- 
nary* It  is,  that  the  offences  charged  in  the  different  affida- 
vits, are  of  fuch  a  nature,  that  it  is  impollible  to  afcertain 
tinder  what  defcription  of  crimes  they  are  comprehended — 
whether  felony,  or  mifdemeanor  for  negligence  of  duty.  Sir, 
this  argument  fuppofes  that  the  offences  charged  againft  the 
Magiftrates  are,  at  all  events,  of  a  very  heinous  nature  ;  fuch 
a5  the  law  doubtlefs  has  provided  againft  by  fuitable  penal- 
tics  ;  and  whether  they  come  under  one  or  another  legal  de- 
fcription, it  is  not  for  this  Houfe,  but  for  the  Law  Officers 
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of  the  Crown,  to  determine ;  and  if  they  are  incompetent  to 
form  this  neceflary  determinationy  they  are  incompetent  to 
difcharge  the  regular  duties  of  their  office.  Laftly,  we  are 
told,  that  if  gentlemen,  ading  voluntarily  in  the  capacity  of 
Magiftrates,  are  profeciited  with  feverity  for  every  incidental 
neglcA  of  duty,  it  would  deter  them  altogether  from  attempt- 
ing to  ferve  their  country  in  that  country.  Sir,  this  is  an  ar<- 
gutnent  to  which  I  am  difpofed  to  give  its  due  weight.  For 
trivial  and  unintentional  negle<%  of  duty,  great  allowance 
certainly  ought  to  be  made,  in  favour  of  Magiftrates,  whofe 
general  condufl  has  been  meritorious.  But  in  cafes  of  this 
magnitude,  where  not  merely  neglcft,  but  pofitive  encou* 
ragement  and  licenfe  to  commit  every  fpecies  of  outrage,  ia 
aliedged,  it  caniiQt  be  urged,  without  dangerous  abfurdity. 
If  (he  laws  made  by  the  reprefentatives  of  the  nation  at  large 
arc  to  be  executed  at  the  pleafure,  the  caprice,  or  the  preju- 
dice of  individuals^  where  is  that  fecurity  of  perfon  or  of  pro- 
perty, which  is  the  boaft  and  glory  of  the  Britifti  conftitu- 
tion?  Thofe  who  aflumc  an  office  voluntarily,  are  not  there- 
fore exempt  from  all  refpondbility.  With  regard  to  thofe 
officers  of  higher  rank,  who  are  more  immediately  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Crown,  and  conne£led  with  the  admini- 
ftration  of  Government,  are  not  even  flight  charges  made  not 
only  ground  of  inquiry,  but  even  of  removal  alfo  ?  and  yet, 
the  argument  now  abfurdly  ufed  is,  that  becaufe  Juftices  of 
the  Peace  voluntarily  undertook  to  perform  the  duties  of  their 
refpedive  offices,-  they  are  to  be  confidered  as  facred,  and 
out  of  the  reach  of  law ;  they  are  to  be  exempt  from  all  con- 
trol, and  fcreened  from  all  inquiry.  What  is  this,  but  to 
fandion  tyranny,  and  eftablifli  oppreflion  f  Surely^  if  they 
take  upon  them  offices^  whofe  avowed  end  and  obje£t  it  is  to 
admiaifter  juftice  to  the  people,  and  fo  pervert  and  abufe  the 
powers  veiled  in  them,  as  to  become  the  inftrumentsand 
agents  of  oppreflion,  they  are  guilty  of  the  moft  bafe  and  ag- 
gravated violation  of  their  truft,  which  demands  a  fignal  and 
condign  punifliment.  It  has  been  faid,  that  the  thanks  o£ 
the  inhabitants  of  Birmii2gham  have  been  voted  to  the  Ma- 
giftrates^ in  token  ofthe  mod  unanimous  approbation  of  their 
conduft  !  Sir,  I  am  forry  to  fay,  that  fuch  is  the  virulence 
Vol.  XXXIII.  O 
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and  maKgnity  of  the  party  fpirit  now  prevalent  in  that  town 
and  neighbourhood,  that  very  little  ftrefs  is  to  be  placed  upon 
a  teilimony  fo  fufpicious  and  equivocal.  Sir,  a  vote  of  thanks 
cannot  invalidate  fads.  If  it  appears,  from  pofitive  evidence, 
that  the  Magiftrates  did  not  ufe  their  power  and  influence  to 
difcourage  and  reprefs,  but^  on  the  contrary^  that  they  eni> 
deavoured,  by  every  means,  to  inflame  and  heighten  the  rage 
of  the  populace,  and  they  are  afterwards  thanked  for  their 
condu£t,  in  what  an  alarming  fityation  does  this  prove  the 
vi£lims  of  fuch  bigotry  and  malignity  to  be  placed  !  The  re- 
newed teftimonial,  therefore^  of  the  innocence  of  the  Ma- 
giftrates,i  produceed  by  the  honourable  Baronet  (Sir  Robert 
Lawley)  this  evening,  is  nothing  to  the  purpofe.  And  as  ^ 
proof  of  that  party  fpirit,  to  which  I  have  juA  alluded,  it  has 
been  reported,  on  fuch  (trong  prefumption  as  fell  little  (hort 
of  proof,  that  a  letter  had  been  written,  intended  to  be  fent„ 
in  the  name  of  the  Clergy  of  Birmingham,  before  the  Aflizes^ 
to  the  Judges  who  were  to  go  the  l^R.  fummer  circuit,  pray- 
ing them  to  let  the  law  take  its  courfe  on  fuch  only  of  tho 
rioters,  whofe  obje£t  was  plunder,  but  to  deal  mercifully 
with  the  reft,  who  aded  from  a  pure,  though,  perhaps,  mif- 
taken  regard  to  their  Church  and  King.  If  the  authority 
and  energy  of  Government  are  not  to  be  exerted  to  protef); 
the  innocent  and  defencelef?  againft  the  lawlefs  and  the  pro-* 
fligate,  new  and  worfe  fcenes  may  be  expeded  to  fucceed  ;  a 
Tpirit  of  infatiate  vengeance  may  be  excited,  which  will  not 
reft  fatisiied  without  the  final  and  total  extirpation  of  thof& 
againft  whom  the  demons  of  perfecution  and  fauaticifm  ihall 
inftigate  their  mad  and  blood-thirfty  votaries,  I  do  not  ac- 
cufe  Government  of  intentionally  prompting  tfais  ferocious 
and  fanguinary  fpirit ;  but  I  warn  them  to  chegk,  and,  if 
podible,  to  extinguifb  it  in  its  iirft  beginnings.  Any  appear- 
ance of  remiflh^fs  in  the  Government  at  this  crifis,  and  much 
more,  any  idea  of  countenance  and  fecrct  approval,  may  be 
attended  with  the  moft  fatal  confequences  ;  and  to  fuffer  any 
prejudice  or  partiality  to  influence  the  public  condu£l  on  an 
occafion  in  which  the  deareft  interefts  (tf  their  country  may 
be  involved,  would  be  found  not  lefs  unwife  than  it  would  be 
tinjuft.   .  Out  of  two  thoufand  rioters,  twenty  only  have  ijwn 
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apprehended ;  out  of  twenty  apprehended,  thirteen  only  have 
been  tried  ;  out  of  thirteen  tried,  five  have  been  condemned  ; 
out  of  five  condemned,  ttiree  only  have  been  executed.  £ut 
thefc  were  only  wretched  indruments  in  the  hands  of  others ; 
and  it  is  lamentable,  that  even  fo  many  fhould  have  fuiFered,  if 
thofe  who  inftigated  them  to  mifchief  are  to  be  permitted  to 
dfcape.  If  the  affidavits  are  true,  the  Magidrates  themfelves 
were  the  inciters  of  the  riots ;  the  perfons  whofe  duty  it  was  to 
have  checked,  were  the  authors  of  the  mifchiefl  Where  is  the 
lecurity  which  we  boaft  is  given  to  the  meaneft  fubjed  of  this^ 
country,  when  the  authors  of  &ich  horrid  fcenes  of  tumult  and 
depredation  are  not  only  fuiFered  to  efcape  with  impunity,  but 
their  condud  fcreened  from  inquiry,  and  they  even  rewarilei 
by  the  thanks  of  the  town,  which  had  been  fo  difgraced,  as  for 
the  meritorious  difcharge  of  their  duty  ?  What  a  precedent  for 
future  Magiftrates  !  What  a  temptation  to  thefe  to  aft  the  fame 
part  again  !  What  a  cruel  infult  upon  peace,  honour,  and  juf- 
tice,  ft]  II  to  leave  unoffending  and  fufFering  citizens  to  the  mer- 
cy of  thofe  who,  while  en:\ployed  to  protect,  are  fufpeded  to 
have  injured  them  fo  bafely ! 

But  ilie  affidavits  are  fufpicious,  it  is  laid,  becaufe  they  were 
taken  before  a  DifTenting  JufUce  of  the  Peace.  To  this  I  can 
fafcly  reply,  they  were  not  taken  before  a  Diffcnting  Juftice, 
but  an  Attorney,  who  is  a  Commiffioner  of  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench  for  uking  affidavits.  But  if,  after  all,  thefe  affidavits 
are  of  doubtful  credit,  the  defired  inquiry  is  the  beft  way  to 
confirm  or  diffipate  thefe  fufpicions  ;  and  if  they  turned  out  to 
be  falfe,  thofe  who  had  fworn  to  them  might  be  indided  for 
perjury.  [The  Attorney  General  cried  out  acrpfs  the  Houfe, 
**  No,  no,  they  cannot."]  Mr.  Grey  continued,  it  is  per- 
feSly  immaterial  whether  they  could  or  not ;  but  if  the  Dilfen* 
ters  fhould  file  them  in  the  King's  Bench,  and  move  for  an  in* 
formation  againfl  the  Magiflrates  upon  them,  I  underftand, 
that  any  of  the  deponents  who  have  fworn  falfely  might  be  in- 
dited. The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  JuC- 
tices  could  not  have  inaftivity  imputed  to  them,  having  taken 
every  poffible  meafure  to  ftop  the  prpgrefs  of  a  riot  on  the  next 
day,  which  had  only  broken  out  the  preceding  evening,  and 
having^fent  for  troops  on  the  Friday  morning.  The  faft,  how* 
<vcr,  was^  ihat  it  broke  out  not  fo  late  on  the  Thurfday  nighty 
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but  that  a  proper  degree  of  aftivity  in  the  Magiftrates,  who  had 
dined  in  Birmingham  on  that  day,  might  have  quelled  it  before 
morning.  And  that  they  fent  for  the  troops  on  "Friday,  is  a 
miftake  ;  for  the  firftrequifitiou  for  them  was  made  by  a  noble 
Lord,  in  confequence  of  a  letter  fent  by  a  private  gentleman, 
and  not  by  the  Magiftrates  officially.  It  had  been  very  juftly 
obferved  by  the  right  honourable  Secretary,  that  there  vras  no 
diftinSion  of  mobs ;  tbat  from  whatever  motives  they  aded, 
'whether  religious  or  political,  they  were  equally  indefenfible. 
That  the  mob  at  Birmingham  was  of  the  former  denomination, 
is  evident,  from  the  paiTage  which  had  been  cited  by  his  ho- 
nourable friend,  from  a  late  publication  of  Dr.  Parr;  and 
though  riots  were  equally  culpable,  from  whatever  caufe  they 
originated,  yet  where  religion  was  the  caufe,  how  dreadfully 
infecure  was  the  fituation  of  thofe  whofe  opinions  invited  them  ? 
With  all  its  boafted  pretenfions  to  liberality,  and  regard  to  to- 
leration, where  a  Government  made  any  di(tin6l:ion,  tnd  did 
not  hold  put  the  fame  proteflion  to  perfons  of  one  religious 
perfuafion  that  it  did  to  others — ^where  it  did  not  give  every 
poffible  fecurity  to  perfons  thus  expofed,  it  was  zperfecuting 
Government.  It  has  been  faid  by  the  right  honourable  Secre- 
tary, that  the  Diflenters  provoked  and  incited  this  riot,  by  the 
intemperance  of  their  difcourfes  and  their  writings.  Sir,  I  do 
not  ftand  here  as  the  profefled  advocate  of  all  that  has  been  faid 
and  written  by  the  Diflenters  on  the  fubjeds  of  politics,  or  of 
religion  ;  but  this  I  will  venture  to  fay,  that  -much  has  been 
Well  written  by  them  on  thefc  interefting  topics-— much  that 
has  well  deferved  the  attention  of  this  Aflembly,  of  the  nation, 
of  the  world.  The  Diflenters  have  been  accufed,  and  repeat- 
edly held  up  by  their  enemies,  as  the  ,enemies  of  the  conlUtu- 
tion.  But/even  in  the  publications  of  him  who  has  incurred 
the  greatcft  {hare  of  obloquy  and  abufe,  as  the  moft  celebrated 
of  their  writers,  and'whofe  name  reflcAs  the  higheft  honour  on 
this  country,  as  the  firft  of  its  philofophers,  even  in  the  writ- 
ings of  Dr.  Prieftly,  I  will  venture  to  affirm,  from  my  own 
knowledge,  and  from  the  information  of  thofe  who  are  more 
intimately  acquainted  with  them  than  I  can  pretend  to  be-, 
though  certainly  not  more  than,  for  my  own  information  and 
improvement,  I  could  wifli,  that  nothing  can  be  pointed  out 
:in  them  inimical  to  'Monarchy^  or  to  the  conftitutibn  of  this 
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couhtry,  as  vefted  in  the  three  eftates  of  King>  Lords,  and 
Commons.  But  vrhilft  we  exclaim  againft  the  rafli  and  intem- 
perate language  of  fome  amoi\g(l  the  Diflenters,  let  us  impar« 
tsally  and  feriouily  a(k  ourfelves,  if  no  juft  caufe  has  been  given 
them  of  difcontent,  or  of  refentment  t 

"  It  is  well  known,  that  the  DiiTenters  have  ever  diftinguiflied 
themfelves  as  the  zealous  advocates  of  the  glorious  revolution  ; 
that  they  have  been  always  numbered  amongft  the  mod  firm 
and  fteady  adherents  of  the  proteftant  fucceflion,  and  of  the  il* 
luftrious  Houfe  of  Hanover,  when  that  fucceflion  was  fuppofed, 
with  reafon,  to  be  in  danger,  and  at  a  period  when  the  reign- 
ing Family  did  not  depend  upon  the  Church  as  its  firmed  bul* 
wark  and  fupport.  Confcions  of  their  fidelity  and  attachment 
to  the  Government  under  which  they  lived,  an  attachment 
which  the  circumftances  of  the  times  aiForded  them  frequent 
and  decifive  occafions  to  demonftrate.  Exercifing,  under  the 
exprefs  fan£tion  of  the  (late,  their  inherent  right  of  private 
judgement  in  religion,  they  at  length  applied  to  the  LegiflaturQ 
to  be  reftored  to  the  common  rights  and  privileges  of  citizens, 
of  which  they  had  been  fo  long  and  unjuitly  divefted.  When 
this  claim  was  refufed,  with  every  circumdance  of  indignity 
and  infult — when  they  were  branded  as  the  implacable  enemies 
of  the  State — when  they  were  reproached,  notwithftanding 
their  uniformly  peaceable  demeanor,  as  leditious  and  fa£tious 
hypocrites — when  the  obfolete  Tory  clamor  was  revived,  that 
the  Church  was  in  danger — when  they  were  told,  that  the  extent 
"  of  their  loyalty  might  be  meafured  by  the  blood  of  a  King," 
Can  we  wonder  that  they  (hould  difcover  the  feelings  arid  paf-* 
fions  of  men  ?  That  in  the  angry  coUifions  of  controverfy,  the,, 
voice  of  reafon  and  moderation  ihould  be  overborne  and  loft  ? 
Are  we  really  folicitous  to  eftablifh  univerfal  and  perma- 
nent tranquillity  and  fatisfa6iion  ?  The  experience  of  all 
ages  (hews,  that  the  only  efFedual  mode  is,  to  abolifh  all 
traces  of  legal  oppreffion.  While  the  foirit  of  intolerance  pre- 
dominates in  the  Counfels  of  any  country,  there  will  neceflarily 
be^ifcontent,  refentment  and  anger.  And  it  is  in  vain  to  ex*^ 
pe£t  to  obviate  the  evil  confequences  of  fuch  a^fyftem,  by  add- 
ing contumely  to  oppreffion,  or  by  attempting  to  defend  injuf- 
tice  by  falfehood.  Wherever  political  diftin£lions  and  partia- 
lities are  admitted^   without  real  ncccffiqr,  there  political  ani- 
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iRofities  will  be  excited.  Such  is  the  nature  of  man :  and  of 
this  we  may  reft  affurcd,  that  eqnity  is  the  only  permanent  ba-"- 
Its  of  policy;  and  till  we  determine  to  regulate  our  condudl  by 
this  principle,  difcord  and  hatred,  in  a  certain  degree,  muft* 
^Xid  will  prevail.  And  the  diforders  and  commotions  ^hich 
■we  now  lament,  are  the  genuine  ofFspr  ihg  of  that  miftaken  plan 
of  policy,  to  which  we  are  ftill,  unhappily  for  our  own  peace 
andfafety,  determined  to  adhere.  Infine>  if  this  Houfe  (hould 
think  proper  to  rejeft  the  prefent  motic*i,  calculated  as  it  is 
to  inculcate  and  iftiprefs  the  idea  of  eqi^l  proteftion  and  fa- 
vour to  all,  it  will  ftamp  the  proceedings  of  this  day  with  in* 
delible  difgrace,  and  add  one  more  to  the  numerous  inftances 
in  which  the  Houfe  has  of  late  facrificed  the  interefts  of  its  con- 
iHtiients  to  the  novel  doftrine  of  confidence,  and  injurioufly 
^avcd  the  exercifeof  one  of  its  moSi  valuable  and  important  pri- 
yMtgRS — ^the  privilege  of  inquiry. 

The  queftion  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided  on  Mr.  Whit« 
bread's  motion  ; 

Ayes,  46^  Noes,  189. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy  22dMaf. 

» 

The  following  papers  were,  upon  motion  of  Lord  Mornings- 
toil,  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfq,  viz. 

**  Copy  of  a  Letter  from  the  Nabob  of  Arcot  to  Lord  Corn- 
**  wallis,  dated  the  5th  of  February,  and  his  Lordlhip's  Reply, 
**  dated  a6th  February,  1787,  relative  toTanjore  ;"  alfo, 

**  Copy  of  a  feparate  Letter  from  the  Court  of  Direftors, 
"  in  their  political  departmentj  to  the  Governor  «id  Council 
"  of  Madras,  dated  the  19th  of  May^  1790;"  and  alfo, 

"  Paragraphs  78  to  88,  90  to  95,  and  100  and  loi,  of  the 
**  Letter  from  the  Governor  and  Council  of  Madras,  in  their 
**  political  department,  to  the  Court  of  Direftors,  dated  the 
<*  i6th  of  January,  179^." 

Mr.  RYDER  having  moved,  "  That  the  ^oufe  do  refolve 
'*  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Sugar  bill,"  requefted  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  a  propofition  relative  to  the  me- 
thod of  proceeding,  which,  for  the  fake  of  faving  the  time  of 
the  Houfe,  and  on  a  principle  of  convenience,  Kc  meant  to  fub- 
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mit  to  them.  Mr.  Ryder  {lated,  that  hi^  objefi  wa$  to  go  into 
the  Committee,  in  order  to  propofe  certain  amendments  which 
had  beea  fuggefted  by  the  parties,  fince .  the  fubjeft  was  laft 
under  difcuflio|i»  and  immediately  to  report  the  fame  to  the 
Houfe,  and  then  upon  the  report  of  the  bill  fo  amended,  gen- 
tlemen would  have  the  whole  fubjed^  before  them,  and  could 
ibte  their  fcritiments  with  better  efre<^. 

This  being  underf^ood  to  be  agreed  to,  the  Speaker  left  the 
chair,  and  Mr.  Hobart  took  his  feat  at  the  table. 

Mr.  Ryder  tliti^  propofed  his  amepdiueptSy  which  being 
read, 

Mr.  HUSSEY  rpfe,  and  declared  himfelf  an  enemy  to  the 
bill  altogether.  It  was  deceiving  the  Public  with  falfe  appear- 
ances, he  faid,  and  feemed  as  if  Governmt:nt  would  dQ  4bme- 
{hing  to  relieve  the  fubjedl,  when,  in  fa£l,  the  bill  wcMild  4o 
nothing  at  all.  He  faid  that  the  people  of  this  country  had 
been  taxed  above^wo  millions  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds  and 
upwards  within  the  laft  year,  merely  by  the  high  and  extrava- 
gantly increafed  price  of  fugar.  When  he  confidered  the  ex- 
treme importance  of  the  fubje£t,  he  declared,  he  wasaihame4 
to  fee  it  fo  Uttle  noticed.  Had  the  right  honourable  gentlenum 
propofed  an  additional  land  tax  of  one  (hilling  in  the  pounds 
Wouldmot  the  buflnefs  have  been  better  attended  to  ?  An  addi- 
tional two  {hillings  in  the  pound  ypon  the  land  tax,  he  de- 
clared, would  not  mak^  good  half  the  fum  that  the  Public  had 
paid  by  the  increafed  price  of  fugar,  as  the  whole  amounted  to 
confiderably  inorp  than  four  (hillings  in  the  pound  upon  the 
whole  of  the  land  t^x.  It  was  unaccountable  how  this  could 
have  happened.  People  miglit  afcribe  it  to  di(Ferex\t  caufes ; 
perhaps  to  a  combin*ition  among  the  planters  ;  he,  however, 
entertained  great  refpedl  for  thofe  gentlemen,  and  did  not  be- 
lieve any  thing  unbandfome  or  improper  had  been  done  by  them. 
He  had  a  memorial  from  the  Weft-India  planters,  who  ftated, 
that  there  feemjcd  tp  be  two  points  to  which  the  extravagant  ri(e 
of  fugars  might  be  afcribed^  and  they  talked  of  2^  furplus  of  the 
crops  fent  to  foreign  markets  ;  but  he  denied  that  there  could 
be  any  fuch  furplus.  P{e  afcribed  thp  increafed  price  to  the  in- 
creafed confumption,  and  the  quantity  taken  out  of  the  mar- 
l^et  at  home,  and  exported  for  the  fake  of  the  drawback.  Let 
the  firft  thing,  therefore,  be,  to  flop  th^ir  bounties  and  dravvr 
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1>acksf  and  if  there  was  any  furplus,  the  foreigners  would  then 
buy  our  fugars  at  the  fame  price  that  we  paid  for  them  our« 
felves.  After  declaring,  that  he  wiflied  to  hear  fome  explana- 
tion on  the  fubjedt  from  thofe  better  informed  than  himfelf, 
as  there  might  be  fome  fallacy  in  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
ftafe  of  the  cafe,  and  he  was  not  fdnd  of  relying  on  his  own 
underdanding.  Mr.  Hulley  now  moved,  **  That  the  Speaker 
**  do  leave  tlic  chair,"  giving  notice,  at  the  fame  time,  of  his 
intention  to  follow  up  that  motion,  if  it  were  carried,  with  an- 
other, to  put  an  end  to  the  bounties  and  drawbacks. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  was  not  then  going  into  the 
fubjcft,  but  wiflied  to  know  what  was  mod  agreeable  to  the 
Committee,  and  the  moft- convcnifent  way  of  proceeding  ?  It 
had  been  underftood,  that  they  were  to  go  into  the  Committee, 
for  the  fake  of  receiving  the  aniendments,  and  to  take  the  de* 
bate  on  the  report.  He  did  not  think  it  was  dedrable  to  take 
it  in  that  flage  of  the  bill ;  but  whether  they  chofe  to  difcufs 
the  principle  of  the  bill,  or  get  rid  of  it  entirely,  and  to  adopt 
fome  other  fyftem,  he  was  ready  to  do  it,  juft  when  gentlemen 
chofe  it;  he 'thought,  however,  that  it  would  be  more  de- 
firable  to  go  through  the  Committee,  and  to  take  the  debate  on 
the  report,  as  it  was  underdood  was  confented  to. 

Mr.  llUSSEY  faid,  he  really  thought  it  would  be  lefs 
trouble,  and  would  fave  the  time  of  the  Houfe,  to  make  the 
motipn  he  had  made  immediately,  and  to  fave  the  trouble  of 
bringing  up  the  report. 

Mr.  FOX  rofe,  to  fpeak  merely  to  the  form  of  proceeding. 
There  were  two  ways,  he  faid,  of  conGdering  the  fubjeft ;  that 
propofed  by  his  honourable  friend  behind  him,  and  that  before 
fuggefled  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him. 
The  principle  of  the  bill  appeared  to  him  to  be  fo  falfe,  that 
be  did  not  believe  he  could  be  brought  to  confent  to'  it  at 
any  rate ;  but  perhaps,  as  it  had  been  fo  underdood,  it  would 
be  as  well  to  fufFer  the  report  to  be  brought  up,  for  the  fake 
of  receiving  and  confidering  of  the  arnendments. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  faid,  he  fliould  be  glad  to  hear  why  the  prc- 
fent  bill  waS"  preferred  to  the  putting  an  end  to  the  bounties  and  ^ 
drawbacks,  and  he  owned  he  had  expeded  fome  gentlemen  in 
power  would  have  dated  what  intered  there,  was  in  adhering  to 
IhebUI. 

4 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  105 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  was  at  all  times  ready  to  pay 
every  poffibly  attention  to  whatever  fell  from  the  honourable 
gentleman,  and  indeed  from  every  other  honourable  gentleman, 
on  any  fubjeft  fo  important  and  fo  materially  intcrefting  to  the 
Public ;  but  he  wifhed  to  wait  till  the  bill  came  to  the  other 
ftage ;  and  then  the  honourable  gentleman  might  be  aflTured 
he  would  hear  rcafons  dated  why  the  bill,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumftances  of  the  cafe,  was  thought  the  moft  advifeafcle  mea- 
(ure  that  could  be  adopted. 

The  Chairman  was  then  dircfted  to  leave  the  chair,  gnd 
make  the  report ;  which  he  did  as  foon  as  the  Houfe  was  re 
fumed. 

As  foon  as  the  queftion  was  put,  That  this  report  be  now 
confidcred, 

Mr.  HUSSEY  moved  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and 
infert  the  words  *'  this  day  three  months." 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  rofe  to  (late  the  nature  of  the 
bill,  which  he  began,  by  declaring  it  to  be  one  that  could  be 
attended  with  no  inconvenience,  and  might  anfwer  the  purpofe 
that  was  in  view.  He  need  not,  he  obfer\ed,  go  into  the  par- 
ticular claufes,  but  he  might  fay  of  the  bill  in  general,  that  it 
left  a  confiderable  latitude  to  the  operation  that  might  polfibly 
arlfefrom  various  caufes,  and  thertfore  he  approved  of  it.  He 
fpoke  of  the  nature  of  our  trade  with  the  Weft  Indies ;  it  was  a. 
monopoly  which  had  fubfilled  for  a  feries  of  years,  not  by  corn- 
pad,  for  it  could  not  be  fo  confidercd,  but  from  eftabliftcd 
aiftom.  "What  was  the  fitAiation  of  the  Weft-India  illands  ? 
They  were  fubjeS  to  the  efFeAs  which  our  monopoly  impofed 
on  them,  and  which,  like  all  other  monopolies,  was  fubjeft 
to  fluftuating  circumftences,  at  times  unavoidably  productive 
of  great  temporary  inconvenience.  He  ftated  that  they  had  a 
monopoly  of  our  market  for  their  fugars,  in  return  for  our 
monopoly  of  the  confumption  of  the  iflands  of  our  manufac- 
tures and  other  commodities.  With  regard  to  the  prices  prc- 
fcribed  in  the  bill  which  were  to  govern  the  exports,  the  draw- 
backs and  the  bounties,  he  owned,  he  thought  them  rather 
higher  than  was  neceflary,  but  neverthelefs,  he  faid,  he  deem- 
ed it  policy  to  allow  fome  latitude  to  advantageous  prices*  la 
refpeft  to  the  propofition  fuggefted  by  the  honourable  gentle- 

Juan,  that  naturally  hadj  in  the  firft  inftancei  fuggefted  itfelf 
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1p  his  mind,  but  when  he  canje  to  examine  into  tb^  nature  of 
the  cafe,  he  found,  that  fuch  a  propofition  could  not  have  been 
adopted  without  the  moft  palpable  injuftice  to  two  defcriptions 
of  men,  whofe  interefts  were  materially  concerned,  and  who 
were  fairly  entitled  to  expeft,  that  theirlrttereft  would  be  ^ker^ 
<;are  of  by  the  Legiflature.  The  parties  to  whom  he  alluded, 
were,  he  faid,  the  Weft-India  merchants  and  planters,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  refiners  and  manufafturers  of  fugar,  on  the/ 
other.  He  explained  to  the  Houfe  the  natur6  of  their  refpec- 
^ye  claims,  and  alked,  what  Would  be  the  effect  of  fuddenly, 
and  without  notice,  depriving  them  of  the  profits  of  the  draw- 
backs ?  Mifchief  and  riiin  to  thofe  who  were  not  prepared  for 
fuch  an  event,  rauft  neceflarily  have  been  the  refult ;  a  refult 
which,  he  was  perfuaded,  the  Houfe  would  (h udder  at  the  ide^ 
of  occafioning.  How  far  the^bill  might  prove  efFeftual,  he 
could  not  undertake  to  anfwer  ;  he  meant  it  merely  as  a  tern- 
porary  bill,  and  by  way  of  experiment.  He  reafoned  at  fome 
length  on  the  Aim  ftated  in  the  bill,  and  reminded  the  Jioufc, 
that  if  they  propofed  any  particular  fum,  they  were  not  to  con- 
fider  it  as  fixing  the  price  of  fugarsj  but  merely  as  prefcribing 
the  limits  beyond  which  the  price  Ihould  not  go.       f 

Mr.  FOX  rofe  next  and  faid,  he  did  not  wi(h  to  conceal 
that  he  thought  the  bill  highly  objeSionable ;  at  the  fame  time 
he  had  no  difficulty  in  faying,  that  he  had  very  great  diffidence, 
in  his  own  opinion  on  the  prefent  fubjeft,  which  he  could  not 
Ije  fuppofed  to  underftand  as  well  as  the  right  honourrible  gen- 
tleman, who  from  his  fituatiqn  muft  have  had  fo  many  oppor- 
tunities of  confidering  it.  As  to  the  Weft- India  monopoly, 
and  all  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  on  that ' 
point,  he  concurred  pretty  nearly  in  opinion  with  the  right  ho- 
liourable  gentleman.  The  monopoly  certainly  was  not  a  com- 
paft,  nor  could  it  in  any  point  of  view  be  fo  argued,  but  it  was 
a.  cuftom  that  had  fo  long  exifted,  that  it  became  a  vety  deli- 
cate confideration,  and  to  touch  it  rudely,  or  with  rafli  hands^ 
might  not  only  be  imprudent,  but  highly  unjuft:.  He  did  not 
however  untderftand  that  it  was  a  nnunopoly  of  fo  ftrlft  and  ab- 
folute  a  nature  as  fome  might  fuppofe.  The  Weft-India  iflands 
had  a  right  to  export  their  fugars  to  any  part  of  Europe,  fouth 
of  Cap^Finifterre,  and  to  the  northward  of  the  Cape,  having 
previopfty  taken  out  a  licence  for.  t^at  purpofe ;  thei  mpnopoly,^ 
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therefore,  ftrl£l!y  fpeakingy  was  not,  in  its  proper  fenfe,  an  ab- 
folute  monopoly.  With  regard  to  the  other  parts  of  the  fub- 
jed,  he  owned,  that  he  had  not  made  himrelf  mafter  of 
them,  and  could  only  fpeak  as  he  had  l>een  informed  by  thofe^ 
with  whom  he  had  converfed  refpeding  them.  On  their  au- 
thority,  therefore  he  could  fay,  that  in  aH  cafes  the  refiner^  and 
manufafturcrs  did  not  <!onfider  the  drawbacks  quite  fo  fa- 
vourable as  might  be  imagined ;  in  fa£l  there  was  nothing  that 
thej  defired  fo  much,  as  an  eXtinSion  of  the  drawbacks  alto- 
gether. When  he  firft  heard  this,  he  felt  as  he  fuppofcd  every 
maa  not  familiar  with  the  fubjeft  muft  feel,  viz,  a  good  deal 
adonifhed.  One  would  have  fuppofed,  that  the  drawback 
would  be,  what  the  manufacturers  moft  defired,  but  they  faid 
no ;  and  the  reafon  that  the  drawbacks  were  nothing  to  them, 
they  declared,  was,  becanfe  they  were  calculated  to  th6  utmoft 
nicety,  and  the  price  of  the  raw  material  regulated  accordingly. 
He  went  into  a  variety  of  reafoning,  to  prove  that  the  price  of 
fngar,  as  regulated  by  the  bill,  Ibould  be  proportionate  to  the 
drawback,  and  that  they  ibould  operate  mutually  on  each 
other.  The  bill,  h^  faid,  clearly  did  not  go  to  diminifli  the 
price  of  fugars ;  and  he  objefted  to  it,  becaufe  if  the  Houfe  had 
no  right  to  alter  the  price  of  fugars,  it  had  no  right  to  offer  a 
dclufive  appearance  of  doing  fo,  to  the  Public.  Two  million 
fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  he  obferved,  had  been  paid  on  ac- 
count of  the  increafed  price  of  fugars  in  the  year  1 791,  more 
than  in  any  one  year  before  the  American  war,  or  more  than 
in  any  one  year,  on  an  average  of  feven  years,  preceding  1791. 
He  commented  on  this  extraordinary  and  alarming  fad,  and 
iaid,  that  he  did  not  fee  why  people  were  to  be  taxed  fo  extra- 
vagantly, that  however  fugar  might  formerly  have  been  deemed 
ifuperfluity  or  luxury,  the  habits  of  life  had  rendered  it  a  ne- 
ceflary.  He  declared,  that  if  it  were  true,  as  had  been  affertcd, 
that  fugarrefiners  could  not  ftop,  but  muft  continue,  refining, 
w  be  very  conflderable  lofers,  it  appeared  that  he  who  bought 
fugar  to  refine,  was  under  a  more  urgent  neceffity  to  buy,  thaa 
the  merchant  was  to  fell.  Upon  the  whole  cafe,  though  it 
^as  eaficr  for  him  to  objedl  than  to  ftate  any  precife  remedy  at 
prcfent,  yet  on  the  whole  he  fliould,  without  fear  of  being  guilty 
of  injuftice  to  any  one,  wifli  to  vote  with  his  honourable  friend 
for  putting  off  the  biH,  and  as  he  thought  it  better  thati  to  fuffcr 
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an  uncertain  and  inefficient  bill  to  pafs,  he  Ihould  vote  accord- 
ingly. "  ' 

Mr.  Alderman  WATSON  ftatcd  ftrong  objcflions  to  the 
bill ;.  but  as  fugac  was  an  article  eflential  to  the  lower  orders 
of  the  people,  the  Alderman  faid,  he  would  not  oppofe  the  bill> 
imperfecl  as  he  thought  it. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  faid,  he  came  into  the  Houfe 
prepared  to  vote  againft  the  bill ;-  but  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  hkd  great  weight  with  him,  and. 
had  much  Ihaken  his  opinion. 

Mr.  ADAM  laid  down  a  few  plain  general  principles  to 
enable  the  Houfe  to  form  a  decifion.  As  a  permanent  caufc 
of  the  high  price  of  fugar,  he  ftated  the  reduftion  of  the 
prices  of  tea*     Mr.  Adam  faid,    he  would  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  PULTENEY  faid,  gentlemen  feemed  to  think  they 
had  nothing  more  to  do  than  to  fay,  "  any  article  whatever 
**  Ihould  be  chea[J,"  and  it  would  be  cheap  ;  whereas  the  only 
way  to  make  an  article  cheap,  was  to  increafe  the  quantity 
brought  to  market.  Mr.  Pulteney  illuftratcd  this  by  inftanc- 
ing  what, had  been  the  cafe  in  refpeft  to  broad  cloth.  With 
regard  to  the  increafed  fura  paid  for  fugar  laft  year,  the  more 
there  was  fpent  in  tea  and  fugar,  the  Lefs  was  fpent  in  malt 
and  beer.  Mr.  Pulteney  approved  the  bill  as  a  fair  experi- 
ment. 

Mr.  FOX  explained,  that  the  quantity  of  fugar  confumed 
in  1 79 1  had  not  exceeded  the  quantity  confumed  in  any  former 
year  ;  the  enormous  ditference  of  the  fum  paid  by  the  Public, 
having  been  folely  occafioned  by  the  extravagant  increafe  of 
price. 

Mr.  BAILEY  ftated  that  the  planters  merited  the  peculiar 
proteftion  of  the  Legiilature  ;  that  they  had  hitherto  received 
ity  and  he  hoped  their  interefts  would  at  prefent  at  leaft  be  con- 
iidered,  as  well  entitled  to  the  care  of  the  Houfe,  as  thofe  of  th^ 
fugar  refiners. 

Mr.S.  THORNTON  faid,  that  although  the  Weft  India 
planters  merited  the  Gonftderation  of  the  Houfe,  the  mafs  ot 
the  people  at  home  were  certainly  firft  entitled  to  the  care  of 
the  Legifliature.  We  received  from  the  Weft  Indies  one  mil- 
lion five  hundred  thoufand  pounds  for  our  manufadures  ex^ 
pprted  iherei  and  we  paid  the  planters^  &c«  &V9  millions  for 
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their  fugafs.  Mr.  Thornton  obferved,  that  the  culti^tors  of 
fugars  in  other  places  deferved  leglflative  eacouragement  at  well 
as  the  Weft- 1  ndia  planters. 

Mrj  RYDER  wlflied  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to 
a  few  points  onlv.  He  then  commented  on  Mr.  Fox's  argu- 
ments rerpe£ting  draw'back,  and  replied  to  the  obfcrvations  of 
other  gentlemen. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  confirmed  what  had  been  faid  refpe£liag 
the  fugar  dealers,  wi(hing  that  the  drawbacks  were  extingui Hi- 
ed. He  objeded  to  the  report  being  received,  and  faid  there 
were  two  parties,  the  fugar  refiners,  and  the  confumers  at 
large,  who  ought  to  be  confidered  as  before  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  HUS5EY  fummarily  obferved  upon  the  arguments  that 
had  been  dated  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  and  adhered  to  his 
former  opinion.        ^ 

The  Houfe  divided ; 

Ayes,  (for  confidering  the  reportj  74 ;  Noes,  29. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  next  moved  by  way  of  amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  words  **  (ixty  fliillings,"  and  infert 
^:,fifty.five." 

The  Houfe  divided,  "  that  the  word  (ixty  ftand  part  of  the 
''  claufe." 

Aves,  63;  Noes,  32. 

When  the  claufe  was  read  enaAing  a  month's  notice  in  the 
Gazette,  previous  to  (hutting  the  ports  againft  exportationy 
Mr.  Fox  contended  that  the  notice  was  too  fhort}  and  moved 
ai  an  amendment. to  give  two  months  notice. 

The  amendment  was  negatived  by  a  divifion  taking  plact 
on  the  original  motion,  in  which  the  numbers  were, 
Ayes,  53  ;  Noes,  16.     Majority  37, 

The  Houfe  adjourned^ 

fFiJnefday,  2yl  May. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  Wcftminftcf 
Police  l>ill  having  been  moved  and  read, 

Mr.  POWYS  ftated,  that  he  meant  to  oppofe  a  particular 
claufe,  as  well  as  to  obje£l  to  the  bill  generally,  and  wifhed  to 
know,  when  was  the  opportunity  to  do  both  the  one  and^the 
other?  ,  . 
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The  SPEAKER  faid,  th^  mode  of  proceeding  was  to  readt 
the  t)ill  a  third  time,  and  then  gentlemen  who  meant  to  obje£t 
to  any  particular  claufe  might  do  fo,  and  after  their  obje<5:ions 
to  the  claufes  were  difpofed  of,  when  the  queftion^  ^^  that  this 
**  bill  do  pafs,"  ihouldbeput^  gentlemen  might  object  to  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  and  to  the  bill  in  general. 
As  foon  as  the  bill  had  been  read  a  third' time, 
Mr.  POWYS  rofe  and  faid,  he  meant  to  oppofe  claufe  D^ 
which  runs  in  thefe  words: 

And  whereas  divers  ilUdifpofed  and  fufpefted  perfons,  and 
reputed  thieves,  frequent  the  avenues  tcplaces  of  public  re- 
fort,  and  the  ftreets,  and  highways,  with  intent  to  commit 
felony  on  the  perfons  and  property  of  His  Majerty's  fubjefts 
**  there  being,  and  although  their  evil  purpofes  are.  fufficiently 
**  manifejt,  the  power  of  His  Majefty's  Juftices  of  the  Peade 
•*  to  demand  of  them  fureties  for  their  good  behaviour  hath 
*'  not  been  of  fufHcient  effeft  ta  prevent  ihem  from  carrying 
**  theif  evil  purpofes  into  execution ;  be  it  enabled  hf  the  au- 
**^  thority  aforefaid,  that  from  and'  after  the  eleventh  day  of 
**  June  one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  nine-two,  it  (hall  anfi 
*^  may  be  lawful  for  any  conftable,  headborough,  patrole,  or 
'*  watchman,  to  apprehend  every  fuch  perfo'n,  and  convey* 
'*  him  or  them  before  any  Juftice  of  the  Peace,  and  if  it  {hall 
**  appear  before  the  faid  Juftice,  upon  the  oath  of  one  or  more 
**  credible  witnefs  or  witneffes,  that  fuch  perfon  or  perfons  is 
'•  or  are  a  perfon  or  perfons  of  evil  fame,  and  a  reputed  thief 
**  or  thieves,  and  fuch  perfon  or  perfons  (hall  not  be  able  to 
**  give  a.  fatisfadlory  account  or  him felf  or  themfelves,  and-of 
"  his  or  their  way  of  living,  every  fuch  perfon  (hall  bedeenied 
**  a  rogue  and  vagabond,  wkhii;i  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
"  ftatute  made  in  the  feventeenth  year  of  his  late  Majefty  King 
"  George  the  Second,  intituled,  ^  An  aft  to  amend  and  make 
**  more  efFeftual  the  laws  relating  to  rogues  and  vagabonds, 
**  and  other  idle  .and  diforderly  perfons,  and  to  houfes  of 
"  correSion,'  provided  always,  that  if  any  perfon  (hall  think 
**  himfelf  aggrieved  by  the  judgement  of  fuch  Juftice  aforefaid^' 
**  fuch  perfon  may  appeal  to  the  Juftices  of  the  Peace  ait  the 
**  next  General' or  Qiiarter  Seflions  of  the  Peace  to  be  hefd 
"  for  the  country  or  place  wherein  the  caufe  of  cctoplaint 
'^  Ihall  have  arifen,  fuch  perfon  at  the  time  of  his  conviction 
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^  entering  into  a  recognizance^  with  two  fiifficient  furcties^ 
"  conditioned  perfonally  to  appear  at  the  faid  feflions,  to  try 
^'  fuch  appeal,  and  to  abide  the  further  judgement  of  the  Juf* 
'*  tices  at  fiich  feilions  aHTembled. 

Mr.  .Powys  faid,  he  had  not  heard  what  arguments  had  be* 
fore  been  ufed  in  defence  of  this  claufey  but  it  had  been  intro- 
duced in  a  manner  that  called  for  animadverdon,  floce  it  had 
originally  been  no  part  of  the  billt  and  appeared  to  him  to  be 
fiich  as  ought  to  have  been  introduced  on  the  authority  of  a 
fpecial  inftruftion.  The  bill  purported  to  be  **  for  the  more 
"  efFe<5lual  adm'miflxation  of  the  Office  of  a  Jiiftice  of  Peace 
"  in  fuch  parts  of  the  county  of  Middlefex  as  lie  in  and  near 
*'  the  metropolis,'*  but  was  that  the  obje£l  of  the  clan fe  in 
queftion  ?  It  certainly  was  not.  The  objeft  of  the  claufe  was 
to  find  out  new  objcdls  for  juftice,  per  funs  called  reputed 
thieves.  What  was  the  definition  of  a  reputed  thief  ?  He 
underftood  none  elfe  but  perfons  detcfled  in  the  perpetration 
of  fome  crime,  and  convided  of  the  fame.  It  ftruck  him  tint 
the  claufe  introdiaced  a  new  principle,  and  put  them  into  a  new 
fituation.  He  concluded  with  declaring,  that  the  claufe  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  fo  objeSionable,  that  to  the  very  bell  bill 
containing  fuch  a  claufe^he  declared  he  fhould  give  his  nega- 
tive. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  he  had  fo  lately  troubled  the  Houfe 
on  the  fubjeft,  that  he  would  then  trouble  the.ni  very  (hortly, 
and  indeed  fo  much  had  been  faid  oi^  the  fubjc6l,  that  he  could 
do  little  more  than  repeat  his  former  arguments.  His  great 
objcdion  to  the  claufe  was,  that  it  introduced  a  new  principle, 
and  reverfed  the  ufual  order  of  things.  If  they  were  to  punifli 
pncn,  not  for  afts  which  they  committed,  but  for  thofe  which 
they  intended  to  commit,  it  appeared  to  him  as  unnatural  as  if  the 
hare  were  to  chafe  the  hounds.  The  claufe  was  calculated  to 
proted:  noblemen,  gentlemen,  and  the  rich  only.  The  poor 
alone  were  to  fufFer  by  it.  Should  they  countenance  an  attack 
dire£ted  againil  men  who  could  not  defend  themfclves  ?  Ought 
they,  to  agree,  to  let  a  man  be  apprehended  and  fent  to  prifon, 
merely  on  the  general  fad,  that  fuch  man  was  thought  a  thief, 
and'  that  he  was  feen  at  the  door  of  a  public  place  ?  The  claufe 
too  was  to.  procure  eafe  to  (heir  pleafures,  and  to  guard  the  en- 
traooe  to  opexa  diu)  pl^y  boi^fes.    ][t  was  on  that  account  objec* 
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tionable.  Bcfidcs  it  referred  to  another  aft,  and  then  omitted 
to  name  the  punifhment  to  be  inflifted.  The  vagrant  aft  was 
Ae  ftatute  alluded  to,  a  ftatutc  fufficlently  objeftionaWe  on  ac- 
count of  the  generality  of  its  extent,"  and  the  inordinate  fevc* 
lity  of  the  prjnKhments  it  inflifted.  According  tg  that  aft, 
the  pcrfons  who  (lioutd  be  apprehended  under  the  prefent  claufe 
asvrepirttd  thieves,  were  liable  to  be  whipped  and  fent  to  prifon. 
It  was  true  there  was  an  appeal  afterwards  to  the  Q^iarter  Sef- 
fions,  and  there  the  perfon  apprehended  might  indeed  be  ac- 
quitted, but  could  the  ptmifbmcnt  he  had  fiiffercd  be  done 
away  ?  Could  the  whipping  be  takxn  off?  ,  If  a  pick{X)cket 
dcferved  feverity  of  punifhment,  why  did  they  not  punifh  him 
frith  death?  They  all  knew  why.  They  knew  that  men's 
£e)ings  would  not  bear  fuch  unmerciful  and  difproportionate 
piinifbmcnt.  They  all  knew  that  picking  pockets  was  but  a 
flight  offence,  and  fo  thelaw  confidered  it,  and  the  rcafon  was, 
that  it  was  e?.fy  to  guard  againft  it ;  and  the  lofs  of  a  pocket 
kankerchief  was  no  great  lots.  Another  objeft ion  to  the  clauf© 
was,  that  the  party  apprehending  the  reputed  thief,  w^stode- 
pofe  on  oath  t!:ai  be  ^^as  deemed  a  thief.  A  fort  of  oath  which 
a  man  might  take,  and  not  know  whether  he  committed  per- 
jury or  not-  This  was  a  clafs  of  oaths  they  ought  to  be  moft 
tvcrfe  to  receiving,  as  it  would  be  introduftory  of  perjury,  and 
tend  to  wear  out  the  moral  obligation  of  an  oath.  Nor'did  he 
fee  how  fending  a  man  to  prifon  would  make  him  better.  It 
would  prevent  a  man  to  hji  fure  from  picking  pockets,  to  fend 
kim  to  the  Marfhalfca,  and  fo  it  would  to  cut  of  his  fingers, 
Imt  no  nnan  would  wi(h  to  do  fo.  He  objefted  to  the  whole 
of  the  bill,  and  greatly  to  its  principle,  but  infinitely  more  to 
Ae  claufe  in  queftion,  which  was,  in  his  opinion,  much 
woiie  than  the  whole  of  all  the  bill  put  together. 

Mr.  BURTON  faid,  he  was  not  forry  that  the  claufe  had 
undergone  fome  degree  of  difcuffion,  and  he  was  ready  to  de- 
darej  that  he  was  as  adverfe  to  it  as  any  gentleman  could  be, 
snd  would  not  with  it  to  make  a  part  of  the  bill,  unlefs  the  ne- 
ceffity  of  the  cafe  required  it,  and  milder  remedies  were  not  to 
be  found.  The  bill  had  certainly  been  introduced  without  the 
claufe,  and  the  claufe  had  not  been  introduced  by  him,  though 
he  had  altered  it  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  he  had  flattered  himfelf 
^ould  have  prevented  it  from  being  obnoxious  to  the  objeftions 
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that  had  juft  been  ftatcd.  The  claufe  had  been  introduced  by 
a  Magiftrate  of  great  rcfpeftability  and  experience^  a  gentle- 
mahmoft  likely  lo  know  the  extent  of  the  neceffity  that  called 
for  fuch  a  claufe,  and  confequently  the  moft  capable  to  fuggcft 
the  fitteft  remedy.  Nor  had  the  claufe  been  introduced  in  any 
manner  contrary  to  order ;  a  faft  which  he  had  a  right  to  af^ 
fume,  as  it  had  not  been  objeded  to  on  that  account  from  the 
Chair,  nor  by  any  individual  Member.  So  much  for  the  in-* 
troduftion  qf  the  claufe  which  had  been  complained  of. — '— 
With  regard  to  the  objeftion,  that  the  claufe  related  to  an  evil, 
that  did  not  require  it,  he  repeatedly  heard  complaints  of  men 
getting  their  livelihood  by  attacking  perfons  in  the  ftreets  in  the 
day  time,  as  well  as  by  night,  and  that  the  evil  had  arrived  to 
fo  enormous  an  .extent,  that  it  was  neither  fafe  to  walk  through 
the  ftreets  of  the  metropolis  by  night  or  day,  and  that  the  pro- 
perty loft  annually  in  this  way  amounted  to  two  hundred  thou* 
fand  pounds. 

Knowing  that  faft,  as  every  gentleman  who  refided  in  Lori* 
don  or  Weftminfter  miift  do,  could  any  reafonable  man  fay, 
that  when  a  bill  for  the  regulation  of  the  police  of  the  metro* 
polis  was  under  the  confijderation  of  the  Legiflature,  a  point  fo 
elfential  to  the  fafety  of  the  perfons,  and  property  of  the  fubjeft, 
ought  to  be  neglcfted  r  It  had  been  faid,  thefe  were  a  fpecied 
of  claufes  for  the  proteSion  of  noblemen  and  gentlemen,  and 
rich  people.  If  the  claufe  were  for  their  proteftion  only,  he 
would  not  have  given  himfelf  a  moment's  trouble  about  it.— 
Rich  men  had  ample  means  of  protefting  themfelves,  by  their 
attendants  and  fervants,  by  riding  in  their  carriages,  and  by 
other  preventives.  The  claufe  had  a  large  view  ;  it  extended 
to  men  of  all  ranks  and  defcriptions,  to  thofe  who  kept  cafli  at 
bnkers,  to,  bankers  themfelves,  to  their  clerks,  and  to  all  who 
were  interefted  in  the  property  carried  through  the  ftreets.— 
Were  gentlemen  to  learn,  that  merchants,  their  clerks,  tradef- 
men  of  almoft  every  defcription,  parted  the  ftreets  at  every  hour 
of  the  day  with  confiderable  property  about  them,  in  ca(h  or 
notes,  and  were  befct  with  gangs  of  thieves,  almoft  every  one 
of  whom  were  known  to  the  people' belonging  to  the  offices  of 
theading  Magiftrates.  Surely,  fuch  men  as  thofe  he  had  de- 
fcribedwere  entitled  to  proteftion.  The  claufe  had  been  ob- 
jefted  againft,  as  introducing  a  new  principle.    The  fzQ,  was, 
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it  was  a  very  old  principle  of  the  common  law,  inecegnifed  hj 
ftatute  in  early  times.  So  long  fiRce  as  the  reign  of  Edward  the 
Firft,  about  the  year  1276,  an  a<S  palTed,  called  the  Statute  of 
Winchefter,  which  gave  powers  (imilar  to  the  prefent,.  in  rc- 
fpeft  to  the  apprehending  of  pcrfons  of  ill  fame.  Mr.  Burton 
read  an  extract  from  this  (latute,  and-  from  a  fubfequent  one  in 
the  reign  of  Edward  III.  ;  from  the  ftatute  in  the  reign  of 
Philip  and  Mary,  from  another  in  the  reign  of  King  William, 
from  the  Vagrant  aft  in  17- George  II.,  and  from  Lord  Syd- 
ney's two  a6ls  in  the  prefent  reign,  by  one  of  which,  perfons 
of  fufpicious  character  having  fire-arms,  cuilaiTes,  and  other 
offenfive  weapons  about  them,  were  liable  to  be  apprehended, 
and  fent  to  jail ,  and  by  the  other,  perfons  with  pick-lock  keys,, 
and  other  inftruments  of  burglary,  found  upon  them,  were 
deemed  liable  to  be  committed  ;  all  of  which  extrafts  confirm- 
ed the  aflfertion,  that  the  principle  of  the  claufe  in  queflion 
was  by  no  means  new  or  unprecedented.  He  alfo  quoted  the 
authority  of  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  to  (hew  that  the  fame  prin-. 
ciplc  was  at  all  times  a  principle  of  the  common  law  of  Eng- 
land, and  that  after  a  man,  charged  with  felony,  had  been  ac- 
quitted, yet  if  it  had  been  teftified  that  he  was  a  perfon  of  i\\ 
fame,  he  (hould  be  detained  in  cudody  till  he  had  found  fureties 
for  his  good  behaviour.  After  quoting  Daltoh,  and  other  wri- 
ters of  commentaries  on  the  law,  and  defcanting  on  thefe  pre- 
tedents,  it  only  remained  for  him  to  fliew,  that  the  remedy 
propofed  by  the  claufe  was  neceflary  and  adequate.  In  order 
to  prove  this,  he  proceeded  to  (late,  that  the  vagrant  aft  in- 
jQifted  more  fevere  penalties  oh  perfons  infinitely  more  inno- 
cent, and  lefs  decidedly  obnoxious,  than  ^thofe  who  were  the 
objefts  of  this  cliarge.  He  weiit  through  a  comparative  ftate- 
xnent,  and  a(ked,  in  particular,  if  flrolling  players  were  equal- 
ly^ offenfive  to  fociety  as  pickpockets  and  thieves  ?  He  recurred 
to  the  objefts  of  the  claufe,  and  faid,  no  one  was  more  an  of- 
fender againft  fociety,  than  he  who  lived  fo  as  to  occafion  ter- 
ror to  every  quiet  fubjeft.  Nor  was  the  matter  left  fo  vague, 
as  to  furnilh  a  pretext  to  malice.  It  muft  be  fworn  to,  not 
only  that  the  party  apprehended  was  a  perfon  fufpefted,  but  4 
reputed  thief,,  and  juftice  muft  be  done,  by  its  being  farther 
proved,  that  he  was  a  perfon  fou^d  in  fuch  a  place,  with  anb 
intent  to  commit  a,  felony.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
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no  diiEcuIty  in  the  thingy^  and  that  it  was  a  proper  remedy^ 
fince  a  better  reliance  could  not  be  foand  for  perfonal  fecurity, 
than  feparating  the  gangs  of  thieves  that  daily  depredated  on . 
the  property  of  individuals.  Mr.  Burton,  in  reply  to  the  ob« 
jedion,  that  fending  a  man  to  prifon  would  not  make  him  beti- 
ter,  faid,  that>  to  his  knowledge,  in  fome  places  in  the  country 
the  fadl  was  otherwife.  He  knew  prifons,  where  prifoners 
were  not  the  worfe  for  having  been  confined.  Many,  he  was 
perfuadedy  of  thofe  who  lived  as  thieves,  were  they  put  in  the 
way  of  reform,  would  correfi  their  manners,  and  amend  their 
lives.  And  as  a  proof  of  it,  he  related  a  ftory  of  a  boy  who  had 
known  neither  father  nor  mother,  but  had  been  of  necef- 
fity  educated  as  a  pickpocket ;  that  boy,  being  brought  before 
aMagiftrate,  was  admoni(hed  on  his  evil  courfe  of  life,  when 
the  lad  fairly  dated  that  he  was  compelled  to  follow  it,  having 
been  taught  nothing  elfe,  and  confequently  having  no  other 
means  of  livelihood,  but  declared  his  willingncfs  to  live  by  ho* 
neft  induftry,  if  he  could  be  put  into  the  way  of  doing  fo.  The 
Magiftrate  approved  of  his  declaration,  encouraged  the  boy  to 
perfevere  m  his  good  intent,  and  promifed  to  procure  him  a 
birth  on  board  fome  (hp  or  other.  The  boy,  firm  to  his  pur* 
pofe,  came  every  day,  for  a  confirlerable  time,  to  the  office  ; 
was  there  the  whole  day,  till  a  birth  was  procured  for  him ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  he  was  at  this  moment  an  honefl 
and  a  worthy  member  of  fociety.  He  therefore  thought  the 
claufe  ought  rather  to  be  confidered  as  a  preventive  againft  the 
commiffion  of  crimes,  than  a  punifhment  for  criminals,  and  as 
apartof  a  temporary  a£t,  and  an  a<^  of  experiment,  it  ought 
to  be  admitted.  He  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  the  propofed 
duration  of  the  zSt  was  but  for  three  years  ;  and  if,  contrary 
to  his  expedations,  it  failed  of  efFecl,  or  in  its  operation 
promoted  evil  rather  than  good,  he  declared  he  would  be  the 
firft  man  to  propofe  its  repeal. 

.  Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  certainly  never  felt  himfclf  more  com- 
pletely convinced  of  any  thing  in  his  life,  than  that  the  Houfe 
ought  not  to  adopt  the  claufe  now  before  them.  It  was  againft 
all  the  principles  of  criminal  juftice  whatever-— repugnant  to 
the  very  eflence  of  the  law  of  England.  The  learned  gentle* 
man  who  had  jull  favoured  the  Houfe  with  his  (entiments,  had 
bidi,  tb^t  the  principle  of  it  vvas  not  neW)  and  thea  enteredt 
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into  the  recital  of  feveral  authorities.  If  he  had  not  come 
.down  in  time  to  know  the  fubjeft  of  debate,  he  fhould  have 
thought  the  learned  gentleman  was  about  to  move  for  the  re- 
peal of  thofe  fanguinary  ftatutes,  and  that  he  was  enforcing 
the  propriety  of  that  repeal  by  a  ftrenuous  exertion  of  his  rea- 
fon,  as  well  as  his  talents  for  ridicule.  He  was  plcafed  to 
have  recourfe  to  the  wifdom  of  antiquity  upon  thrs  fubjeS, 
and  to  adduce  the  authority  of  an  a6l  of  Parliament  paflfed  in 
the  reign  of  Edward  the  Firft.  He  thought  that  at  this  day 
the  people  of  this  country  knew  pretty  nearly  as  well  as  thofe 
>vho  lived  in  the  reign  of  Edward  the  Firft,  the  proportici 
which  punifliments  ought  to  bear  to  crimes,  and  what  confide- 
ration  ought  to  be  given  to  the  liberty  of  the  fubjecl.  But  it 
was  a  libel  on  the  ftatute  of  Winchefter  to  compare  it  to  this 
claufe.  By  thajt  ftatute  perfons  were  taken  up  upon  fufpicion, 
and  to  be  kept  until  they  were  cleared  in  due  courfe  of  law, 
implying  thereby,  that  when  they  were  cleared,  they  could 
not  be  accufed  again,  and  that  they  were  afterwards  entitled 
to  their  freedom — but  here  they  might  be  taken  up  on  fufpi- 
cion, andj^  after  they  were  difcharged,  taken  up  again  upon 
the  fame  fufpicjon,  and  punifljed  again  by  the  fame  authority, 
without  ^  fpecific  aft  proved  againft  them.  Another  obferva- 
tion  was  on  the  recital  of  this  ftatute,  which  was  quoted  as  an 
authority.  If  it  is  now  in  force,  wjiy  was  it  not  put  into  ex- 
ecution ?  Why  cnaft  4  claufe  in  another  a6l  of  Parliament, 
introduced  avowedly  for  another  purpofe,  a  principle  founded 
upon  a  ftatute  now  unrepealed  ?  As  to  the  authority  of  Sir 
Matthew  Hale,  which  the  learned  gentlertian  had  quoted  to 
prove  that  jf  there  was  a  bad  report  given  of  a  maft,  and  that 
fupporled  by  evidence,  that  a  perfon  acquitted  by  a  jury  (hall 
ftill  remain  in  cullody,  on  the  order  of  the  Judge,  until  he 
fli:ill  have  given  bail  for  his  good  behaviour ;  if  there  was  fuch 
aHaw,  and  there  might  be  fuch  a  praftice,  that  might  be  a  con- 
fiderable  additional  reafon  why  he  (Mr;  pox)  ftiouVd  next  fef- 
fion  make  application  to  that  Houfe  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
to  repeal  fuch  laws^^  and  put  an  end  to  fuch  praftice  as,  being 
a  difgrace  to  England,  ought  to  be  repealed ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  general  principle,  and  the  bent  of  the  praftiee  of  the 
law,  was  other  wife,  and  that  a  man  when  acquitted  by  a  jury, 
W4S  not  only  intitled  to  his*  difchargc  from  tlie  offence  witl^ 
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vhich  he  was  <:harged,    but  that  in  the  eye  of  law  he  flood  as 
aloof,  ,cvcn  from  fufpicion,  as  if  he  had  never  been  accufed ; 
and  he  mull  obforve  alfo,  that  fufpicion  was  a  principle  fu  lit«> 
t!c  known  in  the  law  of  England,  and  even  in  the  pra(5licc«f 
it,  that  Courts  never  htard  evidence  of  the  badnefs  of  a  pri- 
foner's  charafler.     As  to  fanguinary  ftatutes   that  are  to  be 
found  in  otirlaws,  he  had^  always  been  of  opinion  that  to  leave 
them  Handing  in  our  code  was  a  difgrace  to  our  ilatute-book—- 
that  their  inhumanity  was  manifeil,  thetr  abfurdity  ridiculous  ; 
and  that  to  attempt  to  execute  fome  of  them  would  be  a  daring 
mockery  of  common  fenfe,  and  would  roufe  the  indignation  of 
the  Public.     And  ihould  he  then  be  toJd  that  thefe  precedents 
fupport  the  principle  of  the  claufe  iii  quell  ion,    that  the  intro- 
dudton  of  it  was  no  novelty — why  there  was  no  injullice,  in- 
humanity, cruelty  or  infamy  that  could  be  faid  to  be  quite  no- 
vel.    There  was  a  ftatute  againft  rogues  and  vagabonds  under 
the  title -of  notorious  rogues  and  vagabonds  in  the  counties  of 
Cumberland  and  Northumberland,  declaring  them  felons  with- 
out benefit  of  Clergy.     That  queftion  was  debated  in  that 
Houfe,  -and  by  his  exertion,    and  the  very  able  fupport  of  a 
noble  friend  of  hb  in  another  place  (Lord  Porchefter),  that 
Houfe  had  pailed  abill  for  the  repeal  of  that  aft  of  Parliament, 
being  of  opinion,    that  being  only  a  rogue  and  vagabond  in 
Cumberland  and  Northumberland,  was  no  greater  offence  than 
in  Middlefex  or  any  other  county ;  and  that  a  man  (hould  not 
be  hanged  for  it  in  one  place,  while  he  was  only  whipped  for  it 
in  another.     However,    the  Peers  had  greater  reverence  for 
antiquity,  and  more  profound  difcernment  with  refpeft  to  the 
nature  and  charafter  of  a  notorious  rogue  in  Cumberland  than 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,    and  therefore  the  bill  of  repeal  was 
rcjeSed  by  their  Lordtliips.     He  knew  of  another  aft  of  Par- 
liament, by  which  a  man  for  being  companion  with  gypfies  for 
a  month,  was  declared  a  felon  without  benefit  of  Clergy,  and 
they  were  of  equal  authority  with  thofe  quoted  by  the  learned 
gentleman*     The  ^yhole  of  the  queftion  fairly  to  be  argued^ 
was — '*  Are  the  perfons  to  be  afFefted  by  this  claufe,  guilty  of 
<*  offence. or  not?"    The  learned  gentleman  faid  they  were 
notorioufly  known.    How  notorioufly  known  ?    Nothing  could 
be  known  that  had  not  happened — nothing  by  law  could  be 
ffid  to  have  happened  as  »  breach  of  tbat  law  that  could  not 
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be  proved.     It  was  on  this  principle  that  every  man  in  Eng- 
land was  dtchttd  innocent,  until  he  is  pronounced  by  law  to 
be  guilty.     Have  thefe  men  committed  a  fcjony  or  not  ?     If 
^y  have,    bring  them  to  a  Court  of  Judicature,  prove  their 
guilt,  nnd  pronounce  them  guilty.     But  we  cannot  prove  thena 
guilty— then  by  law  they  are  innocent.     No  man  (hould  in  a 
country  governed  by  laws  be  permitted  to  fay  I  know  what  I 
^nnot  prove ;  more  efpecially,  I  will  imprifop  a  man  for  what 
I  know  I  cannot  prove,    merely  becaufe  he  is  in  a  fituation 
that  will  not  enable  him  to  procure  bail.     Nay  farther,  I  will 
whip  him  becaufe  he  is  unfortunate  and  diftreifed.     This  was 
the  very  efTence  of  ihjuftice,  and  would  difgrace  the  mod  odi- 
ous principles  of  a  defpot«     There  was  nothing  in  the  late  dc* 
tefted  Government  of  France  that  was  fo  odious — a  Govern- 
ment univerfally  abhorred — fhould  England  imitate  fuch  a 
Government  ?     Let  a  man,  if  you  think  him  guilty,  be  tried 
by  a  jury,  and  then  juflice  will  be  done  both  fo  him  and  to  th^ 
Public,    but  do  not  let  a  Magiftrate  fiiperfede  a  jury — ^nay 
OMH^y  to  ih&\£t  punifbment  on  a  man  whom  a  jury  would  ac- 
quit upon  a  principle  acknowledged  in  the  claufe  in  queftion, 
for  it  was  admitted  it  was  to  operate  on  none  but  thofe  who 
could  not  be  proved  to  be  guilty.     As  to  the  diilindiion  which 
the  learned  gentleman  was  pleafed  to  make  between  gentlemen 
and  a  clafs  of  poor  men,  be  could  not  bring  his  mind  to  approve 
of  it*    He  ihould  be  very  forry  to  have  his  pocket  picked  be- 
caufe he  was  a  gentleman,   and  that  the  law  would  afford  him 
no  protection  becaufe  he  was  a  gentleman.     The  truth  was, 
andreafon,  juftice  and  common  fenfe  taught  it,  the  richeft 
man  in  England  fliould  have  neither  more  nor  lefs,  but  exadly 
as  much  protedion  by  the  law,  as  the  pooreft — all  diftinflion 
was  unknown  in  the  prote^ion  and  benefit  of  the  Ikw  of  Eng- 
land ;  and  whenever  a  daufe  was  brought  into  any  a£t  of  Par- 
liament to  make  a  diHinAion  between  perfons,  it  was  an  attack 
tipon  the  bed  principles  in  our  conilitution,  namely,  that  the 
law  is  no  refpe&or  of  peribns.    Another  pairt  of  the  fpeech  of 
the  learned  gentleman,    which  conveyed  an  afliirance  to  the 
Houfe  that  the  prifons  in  this  country  are  fo  conduced  that  the 
prifpners  were  improved  in  their  mbrals,  after  remaining  there 
for  fume  time,  he  was  glad  to  hear,  and  wiflied  the  people  of 
Ibi^  country  might  be  as  readly  to  believe  i^  as  he  b^eved  tb»y 
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were  at  prefent  pretty  generally  confident  of  the  contrary.   And 
as  to  the  learned  gentleman*s  (lory  of  the  boy  who  was  com-  - 
mitted  until  a  worthy  Magiftrate  could  procure  a  birth  for  him, 
and  when  he  came  out  he  was  a  lad  fit  to  be  employed  ;  and  fo 
it  fccms  will  others  be  by  the  operation  of  this  claufe — ^a  valu- 
able claufe,    that  could  make  a  man  have  a  good  chara6ler  be- 
caufe  he  had  been  in  prifon  for  fufpicion  of  a  felony — ^valuable 
indeed  if  it  can  make  the  Public  believe,  that  to  be  in  goal  for 
being  a  rogue  and  vagabond,  is  to  purify  his  manners,  and  that 
being  confined  in  a  prifon  is  to  ftamp  his  good  fame.     The 
truth  was,   that  this  claufe  was  againft  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  law,    againft  the  fundamental  principles  of  juftice. 
It  was  a  claufe  to  degrade  and  difgrace  the  law  of  England — to 
injure,  harafs,  and  opprefs  its  fubje(^s— to  inflidl  punifhment 
where  there  was  no  guilt — for  where  none  could  be  proved^ 
none  exifted  t|y  the  Englifh  law.     A  claufe  was  unfairly  and' 
infidioufly  brought  into  the  bill^  for  the  bill  was  opened  as  a 
bill  to  improve  the  Office  of  Juftice  of  the  Peace  in  certain  parts 
of  the  Nfctropolis,  and  the  Houfe  gave  leave  to  bring  it  in  under 
that  impreflion.     It  might  as  well  be  brought  in  as  a  claufe  in 
a  revenue  bill  as  in  this.     It  was  a  claufe,   that  ^reverfed  the 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Criminal  Law    of  England. 
— "  That  innocence  muft  be  fuppofed,  where  guilt  cannot  be 
"proved." 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  that  no  objeSion  he  had 
heard  had  ihaken  his  opinion  of  the  advantages  of  the  claufe. 
The  more  he  inveftigated  the  fubjeft,  and  he  had  done  fo  mod 
ailiduoufly,  the  more  he  was  fatisfied  of  the  neceflity  that  re- 
quired it,  and  the  expediency  and  fitnefs  of  its  application,  zs 
a  claufe  forcibly  tending  to  the  prevention  of  crimes,  and  fafety 
and  fecprity  of  the  perfons  and  property  of  His  Majefty's  fub- 
jeds.  He  had  again  and  again  endeavoured  to  fift  out  the  truth 
and  to  learn  from  thofc  moft  familiar  with  the  objeft  of  the 
claufe,  whether  it  were  neceflary  or  not,  being  in  his  mind  as 
unwilling  to  adopt  it,  as  any  gentleman  on  the  other  fide  of  the 
Houfe.  No  longer  ago  than  that  morning,  had  he  feen  fome 
of  thofe  perfons  vulgarly  called  Thief-catchers,  the  perfons  em- 
ployed by  the  Officers  of  Police,  in  fearching  after,  purfuing, 
and  apprehending  rogues  and  thieves,  and  men  well  known  to 
live  by  depredations  on  the  Public.    He  had  queftioned  them 
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as  ftridlty  qn  the  fubjeft  as  the  mod  profefled  enemy  to  the 
claufc  could  have  done.  He  had  alked  Macmanus  whether 
the  claufe  was  abfolutely  neceirary  or  not?  And  he  had  Told 
liini,  decidely,  that  it  was.  And  when  he  again  aflced  him, 
>yhy  he  gave  that  anfwer,  Macinamis  had  told  him,  that  on 
Saturday  night  lad  he  went  to  a  place  of  rendezvous  for  men 
of  fufpefted  lives,  and  he  tjiere  found  fifty  or  fifty-three  men 
fitting  together,  all  of  whom  w^ere  known  thieves  and  pick- 
pockets. He  aflced  Macmanus  how  he  knew  them  to  be  pick- 
pockets? When  he  anfwered,  that  he  knew  them  well,  that 
they  frequented  haunts  where  perfons  of  that  defcription  only 
came,  that  he  faw  them  at  the  doors  of  all  public  places,  and 
was  perfe£lly  aware  that  their  objeft  in  attending  fuch  places 
was  to  rob  apd  plunder  the  unwary.  He  had  added  that  if  they 
had  the  authority  of  fuch  a  claufe  to  aft  under,  he  could  take^ 
thefe  fet  of  perfons  before  the  Magi  Urates  to  be  appointed  under 
the  bill,  and  difperfe  thefe  gangs,  who  defied  day  as  much  a& 
the  thieves  of  old  ufed  to  court  darknefs, .  and  endangered  the 
public  fafety  at  all  hours.  He  reminded  the  Houfe  that  rogues 
reached  the  gallows  by  degrees  ;  that  they  ftarted  as  pickpockets 
about  13  or  14  ;  that  they  became,  emboldened  by  habit  and 
pra<?lice  ;  that  when  by  picking  pockets  they  were  able  to  buy 
a  horfe,  they  commenced  highwaymen  ;  and  by  an  accumula- 
tion of  crimes,  all  highly  injurious  to  the  Public,  they  arrived 
at  the  climax  of  their  fate,  and  ended  their  career  by  the  hands 
of  the  hangmap.  He  appealed  to  the  feelings  of  the  Houfe, 
whether  it  would  not  be  prafticdl  humanity  to  refcue  fuch 
wretches  from  their  fate,  and  by  an  early  prevention  of  their 
purfuits,  check  their  evil  courfes,  and  afford  them  an  opportu- 
nity of  being  reftored  to  fociety  ?  Nor  was  there  any  thing  of 
.an  arbitrary  nature,  or  that  contradifted  the  principles  of  Bri- 
ti(h  jurifprudence  in  criminal  cafes  in  the  claufe.  Reputed 
thieves  were  not  to  be  fent  to  prifon  on  the  mere  caprice  of  a 
conftable  ;  it  muft  be  proved  that  they  weref  reputed  thieves, 
and  fo  reputed  on  fubftantial  grounds.  It  muft  be  alfo  proved, 
th^t  they  went  where  they  were  feen  and  apprehended,  for  no 
other  purpofe  but  to  commit  felony  ;  and  the  Magiftrate,  who 
could  have  no  interpft  in  afting  under  a  prejudice  againft  the 
prifoner,  was  to  exercife  his  judgement  on  the  whole  of  thcJ 
cafe,  and  to  aft  upon  that.  If  in  any  cafe  he  aftcd  improperly. 
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the  impropriety  wbold  appear,  this  authority  of  the  Court  of 
King*s  Bench  would  intervene,  or  in  failure  of  that,  the  Houfe 
of  Cotpmons  would  naturally  be  reforted  to^  and  called  to  ex* 
ercifc  its  inquifitorial  faculties  on  the  fiibjed.  The  afccrtairt- 
raent  of  a  reputed  thief  in  London  and  Weftminfter^  was  not 
io  difficult  a  matter  as  gentlemen  feenied  to  imagine.  Difguifes 
were  worn  by  them,  and  their  favourite  difguife  was  afiuming 
the  appearance  of  a  Clergyman ;  under  which  appearance 
thieves  and  pickpodcets  were  every  day  to  be  feen  waiting  at 
bankers  doors,  and  even  at  the  doors  of  the  Bank  of  England 
itfclf.  Thus  they  brought  that  habit  into  difgrace,  which 
when  worn  by  thofe  who  had  a  right  to  wear  it,  was  entitled 
to  reverence  and  refpeS.  He  jpoke  of  the  regulations  that 
hadbeen  fo  wifely  adopted  in  the  jails  of  Oxford,  Worcefter, 
andDorfet,  and  faid,  if  all  prifons  adopted  fimilar  regulations, 
toen's  morals  might  be  improved  in  prifons,  and  they  might 
hereafter  feel  the  advantage  of  having  a  certificate  from  fiich 
prifons  to  teftify  their  good  behaviour  atid  reformed  condu<S. 
For  the  grounds  he  had  dated,  he  felt  himfelf  guilty  of  no  breach 
of  duty  in  wifhing  to  prevent  the  commiflion  of  crimes,  and  in 
giving  his  cordial  fupport  to  a  claufe,  highly  neceflary  to  a  bill, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  calculated  to  produce  the  beft  effedls 
to  fuch  of  His  Majefty's  fubjefts  as  either  refided  in  London  or 
Weftminfter,  or  had  occafion  to  vifit  the  metropolis. 

Lord  NORTH  faid,  he  had  juft  heard  as  able  a  defence  of 
the  moft  arbitrary  principles,  that  were  poflible  to  be  reduced 
to  praSice,  as  the  ingenuity  of  the  moft  artful  advocate  could 
contrive.  *  His  Lordfliip  obferved,  that  according  to  the  right 
honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  it  was  to  be  underftood  that 
it  was  neceflary )  for  pUrpofes.of  Police,  to  make  over  to  thoft 
two  great  men,  Mr.  Townfendand  Mr.  Macmanus,  the  fame 
cxtenfive  and  unreftrained  powers,  as  were  vefted  in  the  two 
Confuls  of  Rome  formerly,  that  they  fhould  take  care,  ne  quid 
detrimenti  ref publico  capiat ;  a  circumftance  to  which,  he  de- 
clared, he,  for  one,  could  not  btit  feel  feme  fmall  degree  of 
repugnance.  He  difcufled  the  manner  in  which  reputed  thieves 
were  to  be  dealt  with,  and  faid,  as  it  muft  bz  on  oath  that  they 
were  to  be  committed  for  fix  months,  he  had  rather  take  fuch 

an  oath  after  they  had  once  been  in  prifo^a  on  that  ground,  than 
VoL.XXXIlL  JR. 
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in  the  firft  inftancc.  He  obferved  that  the  Legiflature  hzd  long 
fince  decided  that  no  man  fhould  be  punifhed  before  he  was 
convifled,  declared  he  thought  the  remedy  fo  much  worfe  than 
the  inconvenience  it  was  meant  to  remove^  that  he  piould  vote 
againft  the  claufe. 

Sir  JAMES  ERSKINE  St.  CLAIR  faid,  hcrofetooffer 
no  argument  whatever ;  he  wifhed  merely  to  read  the  claufe, 
and  to  (hew  that  the  firft  part  was  only  introductory  and  matter 
of  preamble,  and  that  it  did  not  warrant  the  concJiuQon. 

Mr.  MAINWARINCJ  faid,  hp  had  more  than  once  pre- 
fented  himfelf  to  the  Speaker's  eye,  and  unfortunately  had  not 
caught  ity  but  that  he  felt  anxious  to  avow  himfelf  the  author 
of  the  claufe  complained  of  and  obje&ed  againft.     His  learned 
and  his  right  honourable  friends  below  him,  Mr.  Mainwaring 
faid,  had,  by  their  arguments,  rendered  much  that  he  meant 
to  fubmit  to  the  conlideration  of  the  Houfe  unneceffary  ;  but 
he  could  not  help  remarking  that  the  gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide  of  the  Houfe  appeared  to  have  confidered  the  claufe  too 
much  in  the  abftradl,  and  not  fufhciently  to  have  confidered 
the  meafure  as  oppofed  to  the  mifchief.     Would  thofe  honour- 
able gentlemen  fay,  that  the  fubjeft  was  not  entitled  to  the 
proteftion  of  that  Houfe,  in  a  matter  that  urgently  called  for 
legiflaiive  interference  ?     It  was  generally  well  known,  that 
large  gangs  of  the.moft  daring  and  defperate  fellows,  who  no* 
torioufly  were  thieves,  and  made  no  fcruple  of  avowing  that 
they  lived  by  no  other  means  than  thieving,  infefted  every  ftreet 
of  the  metropolis,  and  put  the  perfon  and  property  of  every  indi^ 
vidual  pafiengcr  in  danger  every  hour  of  the  day  and  night ;  and 
that  faft  being  undeniable,  would  it  be  contended  that  the  Pub- 
lic had  not  a  right  to  look  up  to  that  Houfe  for  their  interpo- 
ii'iion,  and  for  their  adoption  of  fome  meafure  fit  to  reti^edy  the 
evil,  and  rcflore  fafety  to  paflengers  ?  So  far  from  thefe  reput* 
cd  thieves  concealing  the  meai>s  they  lived  by,  that  they  avowed 
it  without  fcruple  ;  and  as  a  prpof  that  they  did  fo,  he  ftated 
the  cafe  of  a  gentleman,  who  had,  at  no  very  diftant  period, 
upon  difcoverirtg  an  attemjpt  to  have  his  watch  taken  from  him, 
feized  the  thief,  and  was  conducing  him  to  a  MsTgiftrateXofc* 
fice.     In  his  way  there,  fome  confederates  came  behind  him, 
and  one  of  them  cut  him  acrofs  his  forehead,  juft  over  his  eyes, 
in  fo  dangerous  a  way,  that  his  life  was  defpaired  of.     The 
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thief  efcapedy  which  was  certainly  the  lead  objed  of  <fonfi<Vs« 

ration^  and  th6  gentleman  recovered.     On  his  applying  to  « 

Magiftrate's  officii  and  defcribing  the  trapfadlioni  he  was  told, 

*^  Oh !    that  was  Aich  a  man,  (naming  him) ;  he  jgoes  about 

"  town  with  a  gardener's,  knife  about  him,    and  generally 

"  wounds  the  perfon  robbed,  if  he  attempts  tofeize  the  thief." 

He  was  aftoniihed  that  the  people  of  the  office  (hould  know 

who  wounded  him,  but  upon  two  of  the  perfons  fUting,  that 

they  believed  the  man  who  had  committed  the  a£t  frequented  a 

particular  place,  and  aiking  if  he  would  accompany  them  thi* 

ther,  though  the  fituation  was  new  to  him,  he  confented.*  They 

then  went,  Mr..  Mainwaring  faid,  to  a  particular  rendezvouf^ 

and  on  entering  the  room,    they  faw  a  number  of  perfons,  all 

known  thieves,  differently  engaged;    fome  zX  backgammon, 

fome  at  cards,  and  fome  othcrwife.     As  foon  as  they  entered, 

they  all  behaved  with  great  civility,  and  aflced  the  Officers  who 

they  wanted  I     On  the  Officers  dating  the  cafe,  one  of  theoi 

faid,  it  was  not  done  by  any  of  their  people ;  perhaps  it  wiSis 

done  by  fuch  a  perfon,  (naming  him),  and  if  fo,  you  will  find 

him  at  the ,  where  thofe  of  the  gang  he  z&s  with  meet 

everyday.     Nay,  fo  little  anxious,  were  the  thieves  to  difavoW 

their  means  of  livelihood,  that  the  fpokefman  faid,   ^*  I  knew 

''  you  could  not  want  me.     I  think  I  am  out  of  all  danger 

''  now,  for  I  have  taken  to  a  new  line,  and  am  fure  I  am  fafe." 

If  fuch    things  were  going  forward,    did  not  the    Speaker 

think,  that  juftice  was  due  to  the  Public,  and  that  they  had 

aright  to  look  for  protedion?  .If  it  was  not  granted,  he 

defired  to  know  what  fort  of  fociety  it  was  in  which  they 

lived?    No  longer  ago  than  laft  week,   an  honourable  Gene* 

ral,  a  Member  of  that  Houfe,    going  home  before  day-light 

was  gone,  fix  fellows  came  up  to  him  in  Abingdon-flrect,  he 

was  knocked  down,  and  robbed  of  his  watch  and  money.     H« 

demanded,    if  Mr.  Harrington  was  not  a  man  perfeftly  well 

knQvtm,  andyet  Mr.  Barrijpigton,  who  committed  innumerable 

felonies  before  he  was  convifled,  was  feen  repeatedly  at  church 

doors,  when  charity  fermons  were  to  be  preached,  and  at  other 

places,    difguifedas  a  Clergyman,  a  footman,  and  in  other  ^ 

dref&s.  Kte,  after  flating  this  fully,  appealed  to  the  underftand* 

ings6f  all  who  heard  him,  whether  the  claufe  Was  or  was  not 

ncccflary? 

R  % 
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Sir  WILLIAM  DOLBENT  admitted  the  utility  of  the 
claufe  in  confequence,  but  urged  the  neceffity  of  its  being  ac^ 
companied  with  a  meafure  relatively  contiefted  with  it,  viz. 
the  putting  an  end  to  thofe  meetings  which  ferved  as  allure- 
ments to  youth  to  vice  and  bad  courfes. 

Mr.  FOX  defired  to  know,,  what  farther  puniftiment  than 
fix  months  imprifonmerit,  the  vagrant  aft  authorifed  to  be 
inflifted  on  thofe  apprehended  under  its  enaftments  ? 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,,  he  could  only  fpeak  from 
memory,,  but  he  believed  different  punifliments  were  allotted 
to  offenders  of  different  degrees  of  enormity. 

Mr.  ESTWICKE  dated,  that  mcorrigibte  rogues  were  to 
undergo  whipping,  as  well  as  imprifonment. 

Mr.  POW YS  defired  that  the  aft  might  fpeak  for  itfelf^ 
and  read  the  claufe  of  the  Vagrant  aft,,  which  prefcrihed 
whipping  and  imprifonment  for  all  rogues  and  vagabonds  ap» 
prehended  under  certain  circumftances. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  claufe  ;, 

For  the  claufe,  114 ;  Againft  it,  36*     Majority  78^ 

After  the  divifion,  ftrangers  were  not  admitted  into  the  gal- 
kry ;  but  we  unjderftand  that  a  fecond  debate  took  place  oa 
amending  the  claufe,  and  words  were  introduced  into  it,  li-. 
miting  the  term  of  imprifonment  to  fix  months,  including 
the  time  the  perfon  apprehended  under  it  (hall  have  been  in. 
cuftody  before  the  Quarter  Seffions.,  * 

On  the  queftion  that  the  bill  do  pafe, 

Mr.  KOX  arraigned  the  general  principle  of  the  bill,  as 

tending  to  a  grc^t  increafe  of  the  patronage  and  influence  of 

the  Crown,  while  other  means  of  corrcfting  the  evils  which 

it  was  intended  to  correft,.  without  fuch  increafe  of  patronage 

'  and  influence,  had  not  been  tried. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  replied  to  Mn  Fox,  and  the  queftion 
palled  in  the  affirniative,  without  a.divifion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  fecond  reading  of  the^ 
new  Appropriation  bill,  introduced  in  lieu  of  that  thrown  out 
yeflerday,  pro  forma  j^  on  s^ccount  of  an  amendment  in:iae  in 
it  by  the  Lords,  and  it  was  read  a  fecond  time  accordingly, 
and  ordered  to  be  committed..  He  then  faid,  that  as  the  fub- 
ftance  of  the  bill  had  already  been  debated^,  and  the  alteration. 
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made  in  it  Avas  merdy  formal,  he  did  not  fuppore  that  it 
would  be  the  fubje£l  of  farther  debate,  and  ihould  move, 
**  that  it  be  now  committed.'* 

Mr.  FOX  fa  id,  he  objeftcd  to  one  of  the  claufes  of  the 
bill,  and  wifhed  for  information  refpeding  the  ilcps  intended 
to  be  taken  for  the  reduction  of  the  four  per  cents.- with 
which  the  bill  itfelf  was  in  fome  degree  conneded,,  in  fzSt, 
though  not  in  form  ;  and  as  other  gentlemen  might  have  ob- 
fervations  to  make  upon  it,  it  would  hardly  be  proper  to  go 
into  the  Committee  at  fo  late  an  hour. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  any  queftions  rcfpefting  the 
redtidion  of  the  four  per  cents,  were  a&  much  conneSed  with 
any  other  bufincfs,  as  with  the  bill,  and  might,  with  equal 
propriety,  be  put  at  a«iy  time..  If  objedions  were  again  to 
be  made  to  the  bill,  it  would  certainly  be  proper  to  defer  the 
commitment  till  another  day. 

After  fome  farther  converfation,  it  was  agreed  to  go  into 
the  Committee  to-morrow,  as  the  firft  order  of  the  day. 

The  Houfc  adjourned. 

.Thar/day,  24/A  May. 

Ob  reading  the  order  of  the  day  for  committing  to  a  Com- 
ttiittee  of  the  whole  Houfe  the  bill  for  providing  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  national  debt,  under  the  fotaer  principlie  of  appro- 
priating to  it  the  growing  produce  of  the  fmking  fund,  as  welt 
asjbr  providing  for  the  gradual  reduction  of  the  debt,  in  cafe 
of  future  loans, 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  feveral  ebje£tions  to  the  bill.  H9 
wiilied  to  a(k  the  Minifter  whether  the  4  per  cents,  were  to  be 
j^aid  off  now  or  not  ?  He  muft  obferve,  however,  that  if  that 
plan  bad  been  adopted  fome  time  ago,  a  very  confiderable  ad- 
vantage would  have  been  derived  to  the  Public  from  it.  That 
ihould  have  been  done  at  the  time  this  bill  was  agitated,  and 
when  the  3  per  cents,  were  at  96  or  97.  That  was  fuggefted 
at  the  time,  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  faid,  he 
ihould  wait  until  the  feflion  fhould  be  pretty  near  its  conclu- 
fion,  under  an.  expectation  that  they  would  be  dill  higher.  He  . 
thoug^ht  it  bett<:r  to  take  the  advantage  which  then  of&red,  ra 
thcr  than  wait  for  a  poffibly  better  opportunity  5.  and  fo  he  ad- 
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▼i(ed  the  Minifter,  becaufe  he  was  clearly  of  opinion,  that 
tvhatever  individuals  may  think  fit  to  doy  the  Public,  through 
the  medium  of  that  Houfe,  fhould  always  avoid  fpeculation  in 
the  funds,  and  (bould  proceed  to  reduce  fuch  Of  them  as  are 
redeemable  at  a  time  that  it  can  be  done  with  a  pofitive  advan- 
tage to  the  Public.  But  this  the  Chancellor  of  the- Exchequer 
reiifted,  and  the  Houfe  adopted  bis  fentiments,  under  what  he 
was  pleafed  to  call  a  probability  of  theif  advancing  dill  higher^ 
forgetting  totally  that  if  there  was  a  probability  of  their  rifing, 
theie  was  alfo  a  poffibility  of  their  falling ;  and  that  fact  actu- 
ally happened  ;  fo  that,  comparing  the  advantage  that  might 
hava  been  gained  by  reducing  the  4  per  cents*  when  the  three's 
were  at  96  or  7,  he  might  fafely  fay,  that  the  Public  loft  three 
millions  capital,  and  one  hundred  and  feventy-fix  thoufand 
pounds  annuity,  by  the  fpeculation  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  did  not  afFeft  to  fpeak  accurately  as  to  prcife 
Aims ;  but  he  was  rather  under  than  over,  on  the  point  of  cal- 
culation, which  was  evident  on  the  face  of  it,  the  funds  in 
^queftion  being  now  8  or  9  per  cent,  lower  than  they  were  at 
that  period.  This,  he  faid,  confirmed  him  in  his  opinion  of 
the  propriety  of  taking  an  advantage,  when  the  Public  had  it, 
inftead  of  relying  on  a  probable  future  rifmg.  What  could 
prove  the  danger  of  relying  on  future  probability,  on  the  rifing 
and  falling  of  the  price  of  the  funds,  more  ftrongly  than  what 
had  happened ;  wh^n  the  very  perfon,  whopofleffcd  die  higheft 
advantages  of  knowing  the  circumflances  that  are  fuppofed  to 
afFeft  the  funds,  had  been  deceived  fo  egregioufly  with  refpect 
to  their  rife  and  fall  ?  He  who  was  fuppofed  to  know  every 
thing  upon  this  fubject,  had  loft  the  Public  upwards  of  three 
millions  b/his  fpeculations  in  this  cafe.  What  conclufion  was 
to  be  drawn  from  this,  a  plain  and  an  obvious  one — ^That  if 
the  Public  have  an  opportunity  of  gaining  a  confiderable  fum 
at  any  one  time,  they  fhould  not  forego  it  upon  fpeculation, 
and  the  probability  that  the  advantage  will  iricreafe  by  time. — 
He  fjiould  wifh  to  know  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  intended  to  reduce  the  4  per  cents  this  felfion,  or,  as 
was  generally  rumoured,  he  meant  to  take  the  chance  of  time, 
and  defer  it  to  another  year  ;  and  on  this  point  he  fhould  not 
hefitate  to  fay,  that  if  a(ked,  he  fhould  advife  the  reduction 
even  now,  for  by.it  the  Public  would  fave  upwards  of  one  hun- 
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idred  and  feventy-fix  thoufaml  pounds  yet ;  and  he  freely  coiw 
fefied  he  faw  no  reafon  why  that  advantage  (houldl)e  foregone. 
It  was  true  it  fell  deplorably  (hort  of  the  advantage  that  might 
have  been  gained  at  the-opening  of  the  feiEony  when  the  Mi- 
niAer  was  advifed  to  avail  himfelf  of  it ;  but  yet  this  was  an  ad- 
vantage, which  however  fmail  in- the  eyes  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  was  yet  confiderable,  and  we  were  not  fure  it 
Would  continue. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  the  grounds  on  which  he 
intended  to  reduce  the  4  per  cents,  he  had  opened  on  a  former 
occafion,  and  therefore  it  was  unneceflary  for  him  to  enter  agai» 
into  the  detail.  At  the  time  of  the  bringing  in  of  this  bill  he 
allowed  that  the  advantage  alluded  to  by  the  right  honourabk 
gentleman,  might  have  been  taken,  but  there  was  at  that  time 
under  all  the  exiftiiig  circum(bnces,'  a  rational  degree  of  hope 
that  the  advantage  would  increafe,  as  the  funds  were  at  that 
time  in  a  ftate  of  progreflive  advancement .  It  was  very  true, 
however,  that  the  event  turned  out  contrary  to  expe^latioA. — 
And  although  he  allowed  it  was  very  poflible  to  rifle  too  much 
upon  contingency,  yet  he  could  not  be  prevailed  upon  to  think 
that  all  conjecture  ihould  be  entirely  exclude^  ;  and  although 
he  had  been  deceived  nearly  to  the  extent  mentioned  by  the 
right  hpnourable  gentleAan,  yet  he  dill  had  hopes,  and  he  be- 
lieved there  was  a  probability,  that  in  the  courfe  of  twelve 
months  the  public  funds  will  be  in  the  very  (late  which  he  con- 
jeftured  they  would  be  at  the  end  of  the  prefent  feflion.  As 
to  the  reducing  of  the  4  per  cents,  which  were  now  at  96,  if 
reduced,  it  muft  be  at  an  hundred.  He  could  not  think  that 
under  all  the  circumAances  the  Public  would  be  benefited  by 
the  redn£lion  of  the  4  per  cents,  this  year  ;  and  he  confefled 
he  had  no  fuch  ineafure  at  prefent  in  contemplation. 

Mr.  FOX  complained  that  all  the  meafures  of  the  Minifter 
were  calculated  upon  what  he  called  probabilities  and  fpecula- 
tion.  He  calculated  upon  a  given  event,  that  was  highly  to 
tk^  ^vantage  of  the  Public,  1>ecaufe  it  was  poflible  it  migh^ 
happen^  forgetting  it  was  pofliible  alfj  it  might  not  happen.—' 
In  all  the  affairs  of  this  world  nothing  was  more  certain  than 
that  if  one  thing  was  poflible  and  might  happen,  that  in(!ead 
of  that  things  another^  and  contrary  thing,  mtght  alfo  hap* 
pen.    The  Minifter  coafeSed  he  had  for  the  prefent  toii:  to  the 
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-Pifblic  three  millions  by  his  fptfculation;  but  this  was  only  for 
a  whiJc,  and  the  cafe  might  alter — certainly  it  might — but  it 
being  loft  at  prefent,  was  its  being  loft  totally  and  abfdutely 
as  ever  any  lofs  that  happened  ;  for  as  to  the  poflibility  of  gain- 
ing, fo  there  was  a  poffibility  of  lofing  in  future  fpeculations* 
The  Minirter  fcemed  in  this  cafe  to  be  like  bad  judges  of  a 
game  who  play  fof  money  and  lofe  their  fortunes.  He  had  loft 
once,  but  faid,,  he  had  not  entirely  loft,  for  he  might  gain  it 
back  again.  He  did  not  remember  that  it  was  poffible,  that 
inftead  of  regaining  what  he  had  loft  by  renewing  the  play,  he 
*might  lofe  the  remainder.  But  as  to  the  probability  of  the 
thingyV  be  confefled  he  had  not  the  fame  means  of  forming  a 
canjeftufe  as  the  Minifter — ^but  with  fuch  as  he  had,  he  pro- 
tefted  he  did  not  fee  the  great  probability  there  was  of  the  funds 
rifing — ^What  was  to  influence  them  to  do  fo  r  The  opinion  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — of  that  the  Public  had  had  a 
fpecimen,  and  it  had  loft  them  three  millions  capital,  and  up- 
wards of  one  hundred  and  feventy  thoufai^d  pounds  annuity ; 
therefore  as  far  as  experience  went,  we  had  but  indifferent  fe- 
curity.  Was  there  any  thing  on  the  continent  that  was  very 
improbable  at  the  opening  of  the  feflion,  or  was  there  any  thing 
in  the  bufinefs  the  Houfe  were  to  difcufs  to-morrow  (alluding 
to  the  proclamation)  that  would  raife  fne  public  credit  ?  Indeed 
he  faw,  in  whatever  light  he  viewed  it,  great  danger  in  trufting 
to  fpeculation  in 'the  funds  ;  for  with  all  his  knowledge  and 
abilities,^  with  all  his  ftudy  and  application,  with  all  his  vaft 
fuperiority  of  every  kind,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  totally  out  of  ail  calculation  in  his  fpeculation  in  the  funds; 
*He,  whofe  opinion  was  not  even  to  be  e.Hmated ;  he,  who 
if  he  had  chofen  to  turn  broker  (he  meant  no  reproach)  might 
have  had  his  own  price  for  his  opinion,  was,  after  all,  mifer- 
ably  deceived  in  his  conjeclure.  What  was  to  be  learnt  from 
this  ?  One  lefTon,  that  fpeculation  in  the  funds  are  unfit  for 
Parliament  to  reft  the  ftate  of  our  finance  upon,  and  to  regulate 
them  accordingly. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  replied,  with  reminding  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  that  four  per  cents,  were  at  96,  and 
contended,  that  any  prudent  fpeculator  would  have  acted  as 
he  had  done,  and  preferred  a  permanent  ground  of  fpeculation 
to  a  cafual  one. 
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On  the  reading  of  the  claufe,  that  no  future  loan  (hall  take 
place,  without  means  being  taken  at  the  fame  time  for  the 
payment  of  a  certain  portion  of  the  capital  as  Well  as  the  im«> 
mediate  intereft,  adebateof  confiderable  length  took  place. 
*  Mr.  FOX  entered  into  the  whole  of  the  principle  of  thig 
claufe,  and  maintained  the  hardftiips  it  would  impofe  on  others 
for  the  temporary  eafe  of  ourTelves.  He  treated  it  as  a  mode 
ofleglflatingfor  pofterity,  who,  in  all  probability,  will  be  as 
patriotic  as  ourfelves,  as  good  as  ourfelves,  as  wife  as  our- 
felves,  and  wifer,  for  wifdom  is  progrelTive.  He  then  went 
over  the  objections  which  he  dated  on  the  former  bill,  and 
diflented  from  the  claufe  altogether. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  the  whole  of  the 
fubject  had  been  difculTed  in  the  Houfe  before,  and  the  Houfe 
had  determined  on  it ;  and,  but  for  an  accident,  it  would  not 
now  be  before  them.  [This  alluded  to  an  amendment  made 
by  the  Lords,  which,  being  a  money  bill,  rendered  it  necef- 
fary  that  the  bill  fliould  be  rejected  by  the  Conimons,  and 
another  bill  brought  in,  as  all  money  bills  mud  originate  in 
die  Commons.]  He  then  went  much  at  length  into  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  claufe  in  queftion,  and  defended  it  ftrenuoufly, 
upon  principles  already  detailed  to  the  Public. 

The  bill  then  paffed  the  Committee,  and  the  Chairman  rcr 
ported  progrefs. 

The  report  was  received  immediately,  r^ad^  and  agree^ 
(0. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

Fridayy    2Sth  May. 

On  the  motion  of  the  LORD  ADVOCATE  OF  SCOT- 
LAND,  the  bill  for  altering  and  regulating  the  mode  of  ac- 
counting in  the  Royal  burghs  of  Scotland,  was  read  a  fecond 
time. 

On  the  motion  for  its  commitment, 

Mr.  FOX  obferved,  that  he  believed  this  bill  was  merely 
illufory  5  that  thofe  who  coniplained  of  abufcs  in  the  Royal 
burghs  would  be  of  that  opinion,  and  would  require  fome- 
thing  infinitely  more  before  they  Ihould  be  fatisfied  on  that 
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point.  He  believed  that  when  his  honourable  friend,  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  who  was  at  prefent  unavoidably  abfenti  (hould  be 
able  to  attend  his  duty  in  that  Houfe,  a  farther  flcp  would  be 
propofed  upon  that  fubje£l ;  perhaps  that  proportion  would 
come  forward  on  the  motion  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf 
into  a  Committee. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf 
into  this  Committee  on  Wednefday  next.     Ordered* 

Mr.  Dundas  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  which  was  for 
the  Houfe  to  take  the  King's  proclamation  into  confideration. 
The  proclamation  was  then  read : 

"  GEORGE  R. 

*'  Whereas  divers  i^ricked  and  feditious  writingsliave 
**  been  printed,  publifhed,  and  induftriovifly  difperfed, 
tending  to  excite  tumult  and  diforder,  by  endeavouring 
to  raife  groundlcfs  jealoufies  and  difcontents  in  the 
**  minds  of  our  faithful  and  loving  fubjefts,  refpeAing 
the  laws  and  happy  conftitution  of  Government,  civil 
and  religious,  eftabliftied  in  this  kingdom ;  and  endea- 
vouring to  villify  and  bring  into  contempt  the  wife  and 
wholefome  provifioas  made  at  the  time  of  the  glorious 
revolution,  and  fince  ftrengthened  and  confirmed  by 
^^  fu^fequent  laws  for  the  prefervation  and  fecurity  of  the 
**  rights  and  liberties  of  our  faithful  and  loving  fubjedls : 
**  And  whereas  divers  writings  have  alfo  been  printed, 
**  publilhed,  and  indullrioufly  difperfed,  recommending 
**  the  faid  wicked  and  feditious  publications  to  the  at- 
••  tentiiiU  of  all  our  faithful  and  loving  fubjefts:  And 
**  whereas  we  have  alfo  reafon  to  believe  that  correfpon- 
**  dences  have  been  entered  into  with  fundry  perfons  in 
**  foreign  parts,  with  a  vie  w  to  forward  the  criminal  and 
**  wicked  purpofes  above  mentioned.  And  whereas  the 
•'  wealth,  happinefs,  and  profperity  of  this  kingdom  do, 
**»  under  Divine  Providence,  chiefly  depend  upon  a  due 
fubmiflion  to  the  laws,  a  juft  confidence  in  ttie  integ- 
rity and  wifdom  of  Parliament,  and  a  continuance  of 
*'  that  zealous  attachment  to  the  government  and  con-^ 
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ftitution  of  the  kingdoitiy  which  has  ever  prevailed  in 
the  minds  of  tjie  people  thereof :  And  whereas  there 
"  is  nothing  which  we  fo  earneftly  defire  as  to  fecure  the 
public  peace  and  profperity,  and  to  preferve  to  all  our 
loving  fubje<9:s  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  rights  and 
liberties,  both  religious  and  civil :  We,  therefore,  be- 
ing refolved,  as  far  as  in  us  lies,  to  reprefs  the  wicked 
"  and  feditious  pradtices  aforefald,  and  to  deter  all  per- 
*•  fons  from  following  fo  pernicious  an  example,  have 
"  thought  fit,  by  the  advice  of  our  Privy  Council,  to 
**  iflue  this  our  Royal  proclamation,  folemnly  warning 
"  all  our  loving  fubjefts,  as  they  tender  their  own  hap- 
"  pinefs,  and  that  of  their  poflerity,  to  guard  againft  all 
"  fuch  attempts  which  aim  at  the  fubverfion  of  all  re- 
**  gular  government  within  this  kingdom,  and  which  are 
**  incondflent  with  the  peace  and  order  of  fociety;  and 
earneftly  exhorting  them  at  all  times,  and  to  the  ut* 
moft  of  their  power,  to  avoid  and  difcourage  all  pro** 
<<  ceedings,  tending  to  produce  riots  and  tumults  ;  and 
"  we  do  ftriiJtly  charge  and  command  all  our  Magiftrates 
**  in  and  throughout  our  kingdom  of  Great  Britain,  that 
"  they  do  make  diligent  inquiry  in  order  to  difcover  the 
"  authors  and  printers  of  fuch  wicked  and  feditious  writ- 
**  ings  as  aforefaid,  and  all  others  who  fhall  difperfc  the 
**  fame  :  And  we  do  further  charge  and  command  all  our 
"  Sheriffs,  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  chief  Magiftrates  in 
**  our  cities,  boroughs,  and  corporations,  and  all  other 
"  our  Officers  and  Magiftrates  throughout  our  kingdom 
*•  of  Great  Britain,  that  they  do,  in  their  feveral  and  re- 
^*  fpediive  ftations,  take  the  moft  immediate  andeffedtual 
'*  care  to  fupprefs  and  prevent  all  riots,  tumults,  and 
*'  other  diforders,  which  may  be  attempted  to  be  raifed 
**  or  made  by  any  perfon  or  perfons,  which,  on  what- 
"  ever  pretext  they  may  be  grounded,  are  not  only  con- 
*'  trary  to  the  law,  but  dangerous  to  the  moft  important 
**  interefts  of  this  kingdom:  "And  we  do  further  require 
**  and  comipand  all  and  every  our  Magiftrates  aforefaid, 

'^  that  they  do,  from  time  to  time,  tranihiit  to  one  of 

S  z 


1^2  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1792. 

•*  our  principal  Secretaries  of  State,  due  and  full  infor- 
**  mation  of  fuch  perfons  as  ihall  be  found  offending  as 
**  aforefaid,  or  in  any  degree  aiding  or  abetting  therein  ; 
*'  it  being  our  determination,  for  the  prefervation  of  the 
**  peace  and  happinefsof  our  faithful  and  loving  fubjefts, 
*'  to  carry  the  laws  vigoroufly  into  execution  againft 
*'  fuch  offenders  as  aforefaid. 

"  Given  at  our  Court  at  the  Queen's  Houfe,  the 
*'  twenty-firft  day  of  May,  one  thoufand  feven 
*^  hundred  and  ninety- two,  in  the  thirty-fecond 
**  year  of  our  reign." 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  faid,  he  rofc  with 
great  fatisfadtion  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the 
proclamation  they  had  juft  heard.  That  fatisfadlion  arofe 
from  a  hope  he  entertained,  that  the  ground  on  which 
that  meafure  was  iffued,  and  what  he  intended  to  niove 
on  it,  would  meet  with  a  warm  and  general  concurrence 
from  that  Houfe  and  the  Public.  He  hoped  that  what- ' 
ever  differences  might  exift  amongft  many  honourable 
Members  of  that  Houfe  upon  fome  points,  they  would  all 
iagree  on  this.  He  trufted  they  were  all  aftuated  by  a 
dutiful  and  loyal  obedience  to  the  King,  and  a  firm  refo- 
lution  tomaintain  the  purity  of  the  law  ;  and  that  they 
would  ufe  their  beft  endeavours  to  fecure  bofh  agarnft  all 
the  attempts  of  defigning  perfons  to  leflen  the  dignity  of 
the  one,  or  degrade  and  villify  the  other. 

The  proclamation  faid,  that  divers  wicked  and  feditious 
writings  have  been  printed,  publilhed,  and  induftrioufly 
difperfed,  tending  to  excite  tumult  and  diforder,  by  endea- 
vouring to  raife  groundlefs  jealoufies  and  difconten^s  in 
the  minds  of  His  Majefty's  fubjefts,  which,  in  other 
words,  tended  to  inculcate  principles  that  were  utterly 
fubvcrfive  of  civil  fociety,  and  that  fubbrdination,  with- 
out which  a  State  could  not  exift.  It  might  have  been 
'  expe£ted,  perhaps,  that  fuch  publications  fhould  meet 
with  the  contempt  they  nierifed,  and  be  tonfigned  to  ob- 
livion. But  forry  he  was  to  obferVe,  that  it  was  tx:ue  that 
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there  were  in  this  country  not  only  perfons  who  promot- 
ed the  circulation  of  thefe  publications,  and  that  bodies 
of  men  were  formed,   who   held  forth  principles  of  the 
mofl  dangerous  nature  as  objedls  of  example  and  imitation, 
and  recommended  them  to  the  perufal    and  attention  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  much  to  the  danger   of  the 
prefent  form  of  our  Government,  but  alfo   endeavoured 
to  call  the  attention  of  every  individual  in  this  country 
to  what  was  denominated  abufes  and  grievances,  prefer- 
ring the  forms  of  Government  in  other  countries  to  that 
under  which  we  at  prefent  had  the  happinefs  to  live. — 
For  this  moft  dangerous  and  wicled  purpofe,  correfpon- 
dences  were  held  by  perfons  in  the  country  with  thofe  in 
foreign  parts,  for  the  effedhial  overthrow  of  this  happy 
State.     In  fuch  a  condition   of  affairs,  he   appealed   to 
every  man  in  that  Houfe,  whether  the  executive  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  not  adled  wifely  in  taking  the 
meafure  they  had  againft  the  farther  progrefs  of  fuch  dan- 
gerous doftrines.     When   he   faw  in  this   country  fuch 
correfpondence  with  foreign   nations,  and  when   he  re- 
flefted  on  what  had  lately  happened  in  a  foreign  country, 
in  confequence  of  the  prevalence  of  the   principles  to 
which  he  alluded,  and  when  he  had  reafon  to  fear  that 
mifery  would  be  the  refult,  and  when  he  frequently  heard 
fome  difcuflions  on  the  fubjedl,  and  knew  that  notice  had 
been  given  of  an  intention  to  renew  them,  it  was  enough 
for  him  to  fay  that  fuch  difcuffions  at  this  time  are  dange- 
rous, and  that  fuch  a  fituation  as  this  is  requires  that  wc 
fhould  be  very  careful  to  guard   againft  every  attempt  at 
alteration.     He  recollefted  a  part  of  the  fpeech  of  an  ho- 
nourable Baronet  (Sir  James  Murray)  v/ho  feconded  the 
addrefs  at  the  opening  of  the  prefent  feflion  ;  that  part  of 
the  fpeech  gave  him  great  plrafure  in  the  recolledlion,  as 
well  as  it  did  at  the  time  it  was  delivered.     It  was,  *'  that 
**  there  was  a  great  and  leading  diftindlion  between  the 
*'  conftitution  of  this  country  and  the  old  conflitution  of 
*'  France.     The  French  had  deftroyed  theirs  becaufc  it 
"  was  effentially  a  bad  conftitution — we  ihould  prefcrvc 
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**  ours  becaufe  it  was  effentially  a  good  one."     Then 

why  were  the  people  of  this  country  to  have  their  attcn* 

lion  withdrawn  from  the  contemplation  of  the  happinefs 

they  enjoy,  and  vifionary  theories  held  out  to  them,  by 

which  all  the  blcflings  they  now  have  might  be  loft,  for 

fuch  was  the  tendency  of  many  publications,  of  which 

Hi«   Majefty,  in  his  Royal  proclamation,  took  notice. 

He  thought  that  the  people  ihould  be  taught  to  avoid  the 

perufal  of  all  publications  whatever  that  had  any  fuch 

tendency.     Some  of  them  were  fpecioufly  worded,  but 

they  covertly  aimed   at  the   dcftruftion  of  our  form  of 

Government.     They  had  been  circulated  with  great  in- 

duftry  through  fchools  and  feminaries  of  learning,  and 

if  they  began  to  make  a  progrefs  towards  the  converfion 

of  fome  young  perfons,    it  was  high  time  for  Government 

to  look  Into  what  probably  will  be  the  confequence  of  fuch 

publications.     He  did  not,  Iiq  faid,  go  too  f^r  when  he  faid 

this,  and  the  Houfe,    he  believed,   would  be  of  the  fame 

opinion,  when  he  fhould  read  to  them  an  extraiSl  from  one 

of  thefe  publications,  which  was,    "  That  all  Government 

*^  was  tyranny,  that  all  Kings  were  tyrants,  and  their  fub- 

*^  je£l8  flav^s.'*     This  was  not  indiredlly,   but  direftly  an 

attack  upon  all  Government  whatever.     The  confequence 

of  fuch  do6lrine,  if  followed  up,  would  be  to  put  an  end  to 

all  moral  obligation,  to  produce  a  dilTolution  of  the  tie  by 

which  man  was  bound  in  civil  lociety,  an  end  to  all  civil 

conne£tions,  all  returns  of  obedience  and  gratitude  for  fe- 

curity  and  protection.     Ail  this  he  ftated  to  be  the  direSt 

confequence  of  thefe  attempts  if  they  (houid  fucceed.     The 

condudt  of  every  good  man  ftiould  be  dire£ked  to  fupprefs 

thefe  attempts.     Such  a  man  would  feel  it  incumbent  upon 

himfelf  to  follow  the  didlates  of  religion  and  morality,  and 

make  the  law  the  rule  of  his  conduct  upon  all  occafions,  and 

in  every  manner  poffible  to  difcountenance  thefe  principles, 

and  to  do  every  thing  in  his  power  to  refift  whatever  may 

endanger  the  public  tranquillity;  to  counteraft  thefe  poifon- 

ous  publications  which  had  been  fo  induftrioufly  circulated, 

'^^re  he  quoted  a  fentence  from  Mr*  Burke's  book  upon  the 
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French  revolution^  expreffive  of  that  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman's apprehenfion  of  the  efiedls  that  might  fellow  from 
the  zeal,  fraud,  and  ignorance  of  perfons  calling  themfelves 
reformers.  The  learned  gentleman  then  faid  that  he  could 
not  think  that  the  executive  Government  w;ere  wrong  in 
this  cafe;  nor  did  he  think  that  the  proclamation  they  had 
heard  read  would  appear  improper  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Houfe.     He  then  moved, 

<^  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty 
<<  to  afliire  His  Majefly,  that  we  have  taken  into  our  moft 
*^  ferious  confideration  His  Majefty's  Royal  proclamation, 
^<  whi^h,  by  His  Majefty's  command  has  been  laid  before 
<^  us ;  and  we  beg  leave  to  reftify  to  His  Majefty,  our  warm 
^  and  grateful  fenfe  of  this-freih  proof  of  His  Majefty's 
^^  conftant  follcitude  for  the  welfare  and  happinefs  of  his 
<*  people. 

<<  That  we  cannot  fee  without  indignation,  the  attempts 
^^  which  have  been  made  to  weaken  in  the  minds  of  His 
^^  Majefty's  Subje£ls,  fentiments  of  obedience  to  the 
<^  laws,  and  of  attachment  to  the  form  of  Government 
*^  Civil  and  Religious,  fo  happily  eftabliflied  within  this 
"  realm. 

**  That  the  advantages  which,  under  the  Government  of 
**  His  Majefty  and  his  illuftrious  Anceftors,  have  been  de- 
•*  rived  from  legal  and  well-regulated  freedom,  and  in  the 
*^  unexampled  bleffings  which  we  a£):ually  enjoy,  afford  to 
**  His  Majefty's  Subje6ts  peculiar  motives  to  refied  with 
^'  gratitude  On  their  prefent  fituation,  and  to  beware  of 
"  thofe  delufive  theories^  which  are  inconfiftent  with  the 
**  relation  and  duties  of  all  civil  focicty,  and  that  we  deem 
*^  it,  under  the  prefent  circumftances,  the  peculiar  duty  of 
"  every  good  citizen,  to  difcourage  and  counteract  every 
^  attempt,  dire£t  and  indirect,  againft  public  order  and 
"  tranquillity,  &c.  &c.  ice." 

Mr.  POWYS  rofe  to  fecond  the  motion,  and  to  adopt 
every  fentiraent  which  had  been  uttered  by  the  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman  who  made  this  motion,  a  concur* 
rence  for  which  he  believed  he  had  competitors  in  every 
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quarter  of  that  Houfe.  He  thought  it  unneceffary  to  fay 
more  at  prefent  upon  this  fubjed,  becaufehe  believed  they 
fhould  be  unanimous  on  this  occafion.  But  if  there  ihould 
he  any  diflent,  and  there  wns  to  be  a  debate  upon  the  fub- 
jeft,  he  fliould  beg  the  Houfe  to  confider  him  as  re- 
ferving  himfelf  at  prefent,  and  that  he  fliould  be  hereafter 
heard. 

Mr.  BRANDLING  thought  it  his  duty  to  his  Sovyeign 
to  vote  in  favour  of  this  addrefs,  and  thought  alfo  that  by 
doing  fo,  he  fhould  contribute  to  promote  the  intereft  of 
that  Houfe,  and  of  the  Public  at  large.  He  begged  leave 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fituation  of  this 
country  at  the  concluGon  of  the  American  war,  and  to 
compare  it  with  the  fituation  of  this  country  at  the  prefent 
moment.  At  the  conclufion  of  that  war,  our  landed  pro- 
perty was  depreciated  very  much,  and  our  funds  were  very 
low.  Had  not  the  funds  rifen  near  thirty  per  cent,  from 
that  time,  and  the  land  advanced  in  value  above  ten  years 
purchafe  ?  Was  not  our  commerce  almoft  as  extenfive  as 
the  ocean  itfelf,  and  were  we  not  at  peace,  and  in  every  re- 
fpeS  as  happy  as  any  people  in  the  whole  world  ?  This  was 
the  fituation  in  which  we  flood  at  this  moment;  this  was  a 
fituation  which  we  ought  to  endeavour,  to  preferve.  He 
called  upon  every  man  in  the  kingdom  to  fay  whether  we 
fliould  hazard  tliis  fituation  for  the  fake  of  giving  way  to 
fpeculative  opinions.  We  fliould  be  conter^t  with  the  great 
bleffings  which  we  enjoyed  ;  nay,  they  were  not  all  ours, 
we  had  only  a  life  efrate  in  them,  for  they  were  the  inhe- 
ritance of  our  children.  He  therefore  entreated  the  Houfe 
to  preferve  their  bleflings,  for  that  by  doing  fo  we  did  our 
duty  in  this  world,  and  laid  down  a  fair  ground  to  hope  for 
happinefs  in  the  next. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  that  the  addrefs  which  had  been  moved 
by  the  learned  gentleman,  as  far  as  it  was  confined  to  an 
expreffion  of  attachment  to  the  family  on  the  throne,  for 
fecuring  the  happinefs  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and  as 
far  as  it  regarded  the  fupport  of  the  conftitution,  had  his  en* 
*^ue  approbation.     Neither  he,  nor  any  man  in  that  Houfe, 
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coold  have  any  objeiSlion  to  it  in  that  view.  But  when  he 
confidered  this  addrefs  as  coupled  with  other  circumftances^ 
bemuftaver,  that  to  him,  at  leaft,  there  were  obje<aion» 
to  it  in  its  prefent  form,  which,  except  from  thefc  circum- 
fiances,  he  fhould  not  feel. 

A  proclamation  had  been  iflcied,  on  Which  he  hardly 
knew  ]iow  to  exprefs  himfelf,  becaufe  he  could  hardly  dif«- 
tinguifh  whether  the  fentiment  that  gave  it  birth  was  more 
impotent  or  malicious.  He  begged  he  might  be  underftopd* 
He  imputed  no  malice,  nor  did  he  infinuate,  or  wilh  to 
convey  any  thing  difrefpeflful  of  the  Throne.  All  the 
meafures  that  came  from  that  quarter  he  confidered  as  ab** 
traded  from  the  illuftrious  perfonage  whofe*  name  they 
bore,  and  wi/hed  to  treat  them  as  they  really  were,  as  the 
meaiures  of  thofe  who  advifed  the  Sovereign,  and  who  were 
always  refponfable  for  their  conduft,  and  accountable  to 
that  Houfe.  If,  therefore,  he  faid,  he  faw  in  this  procla- 
mation any  thing  culpable,  and  reprehenfible,  any  thing 
of  impotence  or  malignity,  it  was  to  them,  and  to  them 
only,  that  he  applied  thefe  expreffions*  It  was  well  known 
that  he,  and  thofe  with  whom  he  had  the  honour  to  be  efi-* 
gaged,  ilood  pledged  to  that  Houfe  and  to  the  Public  to  a 
meafure  which  had  of  late  excited  a  confiderable  fenfatioii 
in  that  Houfe,  and  had  obtained  fome  attention  of  the  Pub- 
lie.  But  when  he  applied  to  this  fubjecSl,  and  appealed  to 
thofe  who  did  him  the  honour  to  attend  to  the  notice  he 
gave^  that  he  fliould  in  the  courfe  of  the  next  feiHon  of  Par- 
liament move  for  a  reform ;  and  as  he  feared  he  ihould  not 
have  thecountenanceof  thofe  whofe TriendiLipiic^fteemedy 
and  with  whom  he  concurred  In  general ;  deditute  of  the 
tncouragement  he  could  wifh  to  have,  he  felt  himfelf  under 
the  neceffity,^  implicated  as  he  was  in  this  cafe,  to  requeft 
.  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe,  while  he  ftated,  openly  and 
fairly,  all  he  thought,  and  all  he  felt  upon  this  occafion. 
He  could  have  no  wifli  to  difguifehis  fentiments,  be  had  no 
i'eafon  to  conceal  his  feelings*  As  far  as  thefc  were  con- 
terned,  he  fliould  aflc  no  favour,  he  fliould  claim  no  indul- 
gence, he  would  freely^  fully,  fairly,  impartially  ftaU  bis 
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whole  fentiments  upon  this  important  fubjedl.  Thofe 
whofe  views  were  honourable  needed  no  concealment.—— 
Thofe  with  whom  he  ufualiy  had  the  good  fortune  to  a£t, 
and  whofe  friendlhip  he  eftee.ned,  but  who  differed  from 
him  in  opinion  on  the  prefent  fubjecSl,  he  knew  to  be  merf 
of  honour;  and  ^though  they  differed,  he  muft  do  them 
the  juftke  to  fay,  what  he  reaHy  felt,  that  they  were  in 
this,  as  in  other  cafes,  a(^uated  by  the  pureft  motives.^^- 
They  were^  although  he  was  not,  impreiled  with  an  apprc- 
henfion  of  danger  at  the  idea  of  bringing  forward  a  motion 
for  a  reformation  in  Parliaments  They  had  ftated  tlieir  fen- 
timents fairly  and  candidly.  He  thought  their  apprehen* 
£ons  groun'dlefs ;  but  he  hoped  he  might,  without  offence 
to  them,  purfue  his  meafure  at  the  time  in  which  he  had' 
given  notice  he  fhoold  hung  it  forward.  But  here  he  muft 
be  allowed  to  tell  the  Houfe  that  it  was  extremely  hard  that 
his  friends  and  himfelf  fbouldbe  placed  in  a  iituatioii  which 
they  muft  feel  an  uneafy  one,  being  compelled  to  differ  ia 
their  expreffions  to  nfjght,  becaufethey  differed  in  opinion,, 
and  to  appear  as  if  their  general  concurrence  of  fentiment 
no  longer  exifted.  This  was  a  meafure  infidiou fly  con- 
trived, and  adopted  wkh  na  other  view  than  to  feparate 
thofe  who  had  been  fo  long  conne(9:ed.  It  was  a  meafure 
concerted  by  him  whofe  greateft  delight  was  to  fee  difcord 
fuperfede  harmony  among  thofe  who  oppofe  his  meafures* 
Never  was  a  man  in  thiit  H^ufe  who  delighted  qnore  in  thefe 
Snifter ^pra6lices  than  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  He 
whofe  whole  political  life  was  a  tiffue  of  conftant  inconfift- 
•ncy;  ofaffertion  ahdTetra£tton;  he  who  never  propofeA 
a  meafure  without  intending  to  delude  his  hearers,,  who 
promifed  every  thing  and  perfoimed  nothing,  who  never 
kept  liis  word  with  the  PubHc,  who  ftudied  all  the  arts  of 
captivating  popularity,  without  ever  intending  to  defetve 
it ;  who  was  a  complete  public  apoffate  from  the  firft  fiep. 
of  his  political  life,  down  to  the  prefent  moment,  whofe 
political  malignity  was  now  to  be  crowned,  by  an  endea- 
vour to  feparate  the  deareft. — [Here  there  was  a  mixed  cry 
of  Order!  Order!    Order!— Go  on!  Go  on!   Go  on. J 
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When  it  had  fubfided  he  proceeded,  and  obfenredi  that 
clamour  fliould  never  meet  with  any  thing  but  contempt 
froai  him.  If  be  had  erred  from  the  order  of  debate,  there 
was  a  proper  mode  of  checking  him;  and  he  wifhed,  be- 
fore he  proceeded  any  farther,  to  take  an  opinion  from  the 
Chair,  that  was,  fuppofing  that  any  thing  but  clamour  was 
intended,  if  thei^  really  was  any  complaint  to  be  mad« 
againft  him  for  what  he  had  faid ;  if  there  was  a  gentleman 
who,  in  truth,  thought  him  to  be  out  of  order  in  what  he 
bad  faid,  he  hoped  fuch  gentleman  would  have  the  maniinefs 
to  ftep  forward  and  make  the  accufation.  [A  paufe  of  a 
few  fcconds  took  place,  no  complaint  being  made,  Mr. 
Grey  proceeded.]  He  fhould  then  repeat,  that  if  there 
was  a  man  in  that  Houfe  who  had  a  purpofe  to  anfwer,  and 
whofe  malignity  could  be  gratified  by  feparating  the  dearefl 
friends,  for  the  purpofe  of  making  it  appear  that  they  were 
inconfiftent  with  therafelves,  and  with  a  view  of  (Iiewing 
that  all  their  efforts  were  the  refult  of  faftion,  and  not 
really  ariHng  from  a  general  concurrence  of  principle,  in 
brder  that  they  might  be  looked  on  with  indifference  by  the  4 
country  at  large;  it  was  the  right  honourable  gentleman. 
He  whofe  whole  conduct  was  an  uninterrupted  feries  of  con- 
temptuous difdain  of  the  deareft  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
people,  whofe  uniform  daily  pra£^ice  was  calculated  to  de« 
ftroythe  beft  privileges  of  that  Houfe,  fupportcd  by 

Mr.  YORKE  called  to  order,  and  faid,  that  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  by  his  appearance,  looked  as  if  he 
pointed  at  him,  at  the  fame  time  he  muft  fay  he  thought 
him  extremely  diforderly.  [Chair!  Chair  1  Chair!  was 
loudly  called,  and  Mr.  Yorke  fat  down.] 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  that  had  he  felt  th«t  the  honour- 
able Member  Was  proceeding  in  a  diforderly  manner,  he 
fliould  have  interrupted  him. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  that  he  might  not  be  liable  to  any  more 
interruptions,  he  wifhed  to  call  for  the  decifion  of  the  Chair, 
whether  he  was  regular  or  not. 

The  SPEAKER  declared  he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
irregularity  imputable  to  Mr.  Grey ;  if  be  had  thought  there 
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w^s,  he  fliould  Have  been  guilty  of*  a  breach  of  his  duty  not 
to  have  interrupted  him. 

Mr.  GREY  went  on ;  he  obferved  that  if  he  had  not  heard 
the  honourable  gentleman  who  interrupted  him,  he  (hould  not 
have  known  he  was  in  the  Houfe.  But  to  proceed  to  the  fub- 
jefl;  of  the  deba^te.  Thofe  who  had  fpoken  on  this  fubjeft  had 
exprefled  a  wifh  that  the  addrefs  juft  moved  (hould  rheet  with 
the  unanimous  concurrence  of  .that  Houfe.  He  had  already 
ftated,  that  he  felt  parts  of  it  that  were  objcdionable,  and  he 
fhould  no\V  proceed  to  obferye  upon  them.  The  learned  gen- 
tleman who  had  moved  the  addrefs  had  faid,  it  belonged  to 
Government  to  take  up  this  fubjedl,  and  to  do  all  that  could  be 
done  to  fupprefs  the  publications  to  which  he  alluded,  Upon 
thig  he  mull  obferve,  that  if  thefe  publications  were  dangerous, 
if  they  had  an  evil  tendency,  there  was  another  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, The  prefent  mode  was  irregular,  inefficient,  and 
jnifchievcus.  The  probable  efFeft  was  alarming,  for  that  the 
niode  altogether,  under  all  the  circumftances,  would  appear  in 
the 'eyes  6f  the  people  to  be  the  offspring  of  ejctreme  and  pecu- 
liar malignity,  Why  was  this  mode  adopted  ?  If  there  were 
publUhed  writings  that  ought  not  to  have  appeared.  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters  ought  to  have  profecuted  the  authors,  printers, 
and  publi fliers  of  them.  As  to  any  publications  that  were  faid 
to  be  dangerous,  he  begged  leave  to  fay  he  gave  no  opinion  upon 
that  fubjedl.  In  a  general  point  of  view  he  thought  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  perfeft  liberty  for  the  circulation  of  all  opinions 
upon  public  affairs.  If  there  was  any  thing  that  involved  the 
public  fafety,  or  threatened  evil  to  the  State,  it  was  the  duty 
of  thofe  who  prefid^d  over  the  affairs  of  Government  to  take 
notice  of  it ;  and  it  would  then  become  a  confederation  of  pru- 
dence whether  it  was  expedient  to  profecute  or  not.  But  if  tl^ey 
were  fure  that  there  was  any  thing  circulated  that  ought  really 
to  be  fuppreifed,  and  the  authors  and  printers  puniflied,  therp 
certainly  was  a  power  in  the  hands  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
hy  means  of  which  they  might  put  a  (lop  to  fuch  proceedings, 
\yithout  ^having  recou I fe  to  a  proclamation  in  general  t^rmsi 
forbidding  any  circulation  of  writings.  This  could  not  fail  to 
create  a  general  alarm,  In  (lead  of  being  conducive  to  the  pre- 
ferv^tion  of  the  peace,  it  would  produce  diredlly  the  reverfe, 
and  nothing  but  tumult  could  be  expelled.     What  had  been  the 
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conduft  of  gentlemen  who  now  complained^  who  now  afFeAed 
to  be  alarmed,  who  now  faw  danger  and  fedition  in  certain 
writings,  who  now  called  on  that  Houfe  to  co-operate  with 
them  in  fupprofling  thefe  publications  by  giving  their  fanilion 
to  a  proclamation  fo  extraordinary,  that  he  de^ed  any  Member 
of  that  Houfe  to  produce  a  fimilar  one,  on  fuch  an  occafion. 
What  had  His  Majefty's  Miniliers  been  employed  in  all  the 
time,  during  which  thefe  publications  had  been  circulating  i 
where  was  their  vigilance  and  folicitude  for  the  tranquillity  of 
the  kingdom  all  this  while  ?  upwards  of  twelve  months  had 
elapfed  fince  the  publications,  which  were  deemed  the  moft 
feditious  and  the  moft  dangerous,  had  made  their  appearance*. 
What  would  they  now  fay  for  themfelves,  or  what  would  the 
Public  think  of  the  conduft  of  the  Minifters  of  the  Crown, 
who  had  fuifered  thefe  publications,  which  are  faid'to  be  the 
bane  of  public  tranquillity,  to  poifon  the  public  mind  for  a 
whole  year  ?  Either  they  ihould  have  profecuted  fooner,  or 
they  (hould  not  have  profecuted  at  all.  Indeed,  he  feared  there 
was  too  much  juftice  in  an  obfervation  made  ufe  of]  by  an  ho- 
nourable friend  of  his  (Mrr  Whitbread)  on  a  former  day;  he 
had  faid,  that  there  were  in  this  country,  perfons  who  had'to- 
leration  on  the'u:  lips  and  perfecution  in  their  conduct.  As  to 
perfecution,  he  did  not  believe  that  thofe  who  were  perfecu- 
tors,  believe  themfelves  to  be  fo.  He  did  believe,  that  while 
a  perfon  was  afting  uppn  a  principle  the  moft  pcrfecuting,  he 
did  not  confider  himfelf  as  afting  upon  a  wrong  principle  ; 
fclf-love  impofed  upon,  fubdued,  and  filenced  confcience,  and 
impofed  its  own  terms  upon  the  judgement  and  underftanding. 
It  was  the  general  charafter  of  perfecution  to  be  blind,  as  well 
as  cruel.  Perfecution  was,  therefore,  often  to  be  feen  in  the 
condudl,  while  its  abettors  thought  their  hearts  were  pure. 

He  wifhed  to  know  what  the  motives  could  be  that  brought 
forward  at  this  time  this  fudden  (how  of  ardour  to  fubdue  dif- 
©rder ;  had  it  always  manifefted  itfelf  in  the  conduftof  Minif- 
ters  ?  Had  they  always  been  as  alert  as  now  they  feemed  ?  Was 
there  any  remarkable  aflivity  difplayed  in  preferving  order  in 
the  affairs  of  Birmingham,  where  there  had  been  a£lual  out- 
rage and  violence  to  the  laws,  and  to  liberty  and  order  ?  In- 
deed he  feared  that  the  conduct  of  Government  on  that  occa* 
ficp,  was  not  what  it  would  have  been  had  the  circuQiftancc* 
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been  i-cverfed.  Had  thofc  who  were  the  fufFerers  been  in  fa£k 
the  offenders,  inftead  of  thofe  who  were  fuppofed  to  be  the 
friends  of  .the  Government  of  the  kingdom,  he  believed  a  very 
different  mode  would  have  been  adopted  to  quell  the  riots,  and 
to  punifli  the  rioters.  But  to  return  to  the  feditious  writings 
which  are  now  to  be  prohibited,  their  evil  tendency,  although 
publifhed  twelve  months,  is  but  juft  now  difcovered.  They 
muft  be  fupprei^ed  at  once,  and  how  ?  The  King's  Commif- 
fioners  of  the  Peace,  his  Magiftrates,  his  Officers  throughout 
the  kingdom,  were  to  make  diligent  inquiry,  in  order  to  dif- 
covcr  the  authors  and  printers  of  fuch  wicked  and  feditious 
writings  ;  perfons  who  never  were  fuppofed,  till  now,  to  have 
had  any  thing,  to  do  with  this  fort  of  bufmefs.  In  general 
.Magiflj^atcs  were  fuppofed  to  be  menof  fome  charafter  and  for- 
tune, here  they  were  turned  into  informers.  A  fyftem  of  Ef- 
pionnage  was  to  take  place  by  order  of  the  Crown*  The  very 
idea  was  furprifmg  as  well  as  odious,  that  a  proclamation  fhould  * 
iffue  from  the  Sovereign- of  a  free  people  commanding  fuch  a 
fyftem,  to  be  fupported  by  fpics  and  informers. 

Here  he  would  quote  a  paiTage  from  an  honourable  gentle- 
man's addrefs  to  his  conftituents,  which  defcribed  the  fituation 
^  which  this  proclamation  had  a  tendency  to  produce. 

"  Gentlemen,  bad  laws  are  the  woril  fort  of  tyranny ;  in 
fijch  a  country  as  this,  they  are  of  all  bad  things  the  worft, 
M^orfe  by  far  than  any  where  elfe  ;  and  they  derive  a  particular 
malignity  even  from  the  wifdom  and  foundnefs  of  the  reft  of 
our  inftitutions,  for  very  obvious  reafons.  You  cannot  truft 
tb^  Crown  with  a  difpenfmg  power  over  any  of  your  laws. 
However,  a  Government,  be  it  gs  bad  as  it  may,  will  in  the^ 
exercife  of  a  .difcretionary  power,  difcriminate  the  times  and 
perfons,  and  will  not  ordinarily  purfue  any  man,  when  its  own 
jfafety  is  not  concerned.  A  mercenary  informer  knows  nodif- 
tin6lion.  Under  fuch  a  fyftem,  the  obnoxious  people- are  flaves 
pot  only  to  the  Government,  but  they  live  at  the  mercy  of  every 
•.individual ;  they  are  at- once  the  flaves  of  the  whole  commu- 
nity, and  of  every  part  of  it ;  and  the  worft  and  moft  un- 
merciful men  are  thofe  on  whofe  goodnefs  they  moft  depend. 

**  In  this  fituation  men  not-only  ftirink  from  the  frowns  of 
a>  ftern  Magiftrate,  but  they  are  obliged  to  fly  from  their  very 
fpecies  j  the  feeds  of  deftrU(5lion  are  fown  in  civil  intercourfe. 
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in  focial  habitudes.  The  blood  of  wholcfome  kindreds  is  in- 
feded;  their  tables  and  beds  are  furrounded  with  fnares;  ill 
the  means  given  by  Providence  to  make  life  fafc  and  comfort- 
able, are  perverted  into  inftruments  of  terror  and  torment  j  this 
fpecies  of  univerfal  fubferviency,  that  makes  the  very  fervant 
who  waits  behind  your  chair,'  the  arbiter  of  your  life  and  for- 
tune, has  fuch  a  tendency  to  degrade  and  abufe  mankind,  and 
to  deprive  them  of  that  aifured  and  liberal  ftate  of  mind,  which 
alone  can  make  us  what  we  ought  to  be,  that  I  vow  to  God  I 
would  fooner  bring  myfelf  to  put  a  man  to  immediate  death  for 
opinions  I  difliked,  and  fo  to  get  rid  of  the  man  and  his  opini- 
ons at  once,  than  to  fret  him  with  a  feveriih  being,  tainted 
with  the  jail-diftbmper  of  a  contagious  fervitude ;  to  keep  him 
above  ground,  an  animated  mafs  of  putrefa£lion,  corrupted 
hhnfclf,  and  corruption  all  about  him." 

Such  was  the  chara<5ler  with  which  this  proclamation  went 
toinveft  the  Magi  Urates,  and  fuch  the  effe^ls  it  was  calculated 
to  produce  to  the  fubjefts. 

As  to  what  had  been  faid  on  the  conftitutlon  of  France,  and 
the  charge  that  had  been  made  againft  the  reformers,  that  they 
intended  to  follow  the  example  of  that  country,    it  was  eafity 
anfwered.     It  was  true,  he  believed,  there  exifted  grievances, 
and  great  grievances  too,  in  this  country ;    but  care  had  been 
taken  by  the  gentlemen  with  whom  he  aded,  and  whofe  objeft 
was  a  temperate  reform,  to  ftate  exprefsly  that  there  was  a  great 
and  fundamental  difference  between  the  condition  of  England 
and  that  of  France.     He  believed  that  there  was  no  fimilar  ne- 
cellity.    Theirs  was  a  conftituiion  which  defied  reforn>— ours^ 
Was  a  conftitution  capable  of  reform,  but  calling  afoud  for  it. 
They  had  taken  care  to  fay  fo  in  their  declaration  upon  that 
fubjeS,    and  yet  they  were  every  hour  traduced  and  vilified, 
charged  with  intending  what  they  not  only  had  repeatedly  faid 
thejr  did  not  wifti,  but  againft  which  they  had  openly  declared; 
they  woul'd  ufe  their  utmoft  efforts.     He  obferved  that  thefe 
points  were  nearly  as  clear  to  every  candid  man  in  the  kingdom 
as  the  learned  gentleman's  maxim,   "  That  every  good  maijr 
**  would  be  governed  by  the  rules  of  morality  and  religion"  a 
maxim  to-night  fo  powerfully  recommended,    that  for  the  fu- 
ture he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  univerfally  purfued. 
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.  An  honotirabk  Member  under  the  gallery  (Mr.  Brandling) 
who  favoured  the  Houfe  with  his  fentiments  to-night,  had 
made  a  great,  diftinftion  between  the  fituation  of  this  country  ^ 
at  the  time  of  the  American  war,  and  its  fituation  at  the  pre- 
fent  moment,  and  in  confequence  of  ihe  comparifon,  had 
brought  his  mind  to  be  clearly  againft  all  parliamentary  refornx, 
and  even  againft  the  publiftiingfpeculative  opinions  on  the  ftate 
of  our  Government ;  this  certainly  was  neceflary  for  that  ho- 
nourable gentleman  to  ftate  for  the  fake  of  his  own  confiftency,: 
for  It  vi^as  well  known  that  he  had,  at  the  conclufion  of  the 
American  war,  taken  an  aftive  part,  in  the  county  of  Cum- 
berland, in  favour  of  a  parliamentary  reform.  But  what,  in 
truth,  had  made  the  difference  between  the  time  of  the  conclu- 
fion of  that  war  and  the  prefent  period  on  (he  fubjeft  of  reform  ? 
Had  we  any  fecurity  of  the  friendftiip  and  amity  of  any  foreign 
Powers  by  what  we  had  lately  done  ?  Was  there  any  thing  in 
our  late  proceedings  that  made  us  fuppofe  that  the,  prefent 
Houfe  was  more  the  organ  of  the  public  voice  than  when  that 
w^r  was  terminated  ?  Was  the  affair  of  i^ootka  Sound  a  proof 
of  this?  Had  wo  conciliated  Spain  by  our  conduft  on  that  oc- 
cadon  ?  Was  the  armament  ugainft  RulHia  any  extraordinary 
proof  that  Parliament  fpoke  the  genuine  fentiments  of  the 
people  ?  Did  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  imagine  that 
his  conduft  towards  foreign  Powers  had  contributed  to  the  mak- 
ing of  them  all  our  friends,  and  that  therefore  we  were  entirely 
out  of  danger  from  foreign  enmity  ?  Or  was  the  reprefenla- 
tion  defedlive,  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a 
motion  to  reform  it,  but  became  pure  at  once,  as  foon  as  he 
came  into  power?  And  was  the  neceflity  of  it  entirely  out  of 
ihe  queftion,  while  he  remained  in  office  ?  But  it  fcems  tjiat 
the  propofition  for  a  parliamentary  reform  was  improper,  on 
two  grounds,  for  fo  the  Chanccltor  of  the  Exchequer  told  the 
Houfe  at  the  time  he  (Mr.  GreyJ  did  himfelf  the  honour  to 

I 

give  notice  of  his  intended  motion.  The  time,  it  Teemed,  and 
the  mode  were  both  objeAionable,  Now  what  was  the  con- 
duft  of  Mr.  William  Pitt  ir>  the  month  of  May  1782  ?  perhaps 
the  Houfe  would  not  be  difpleafed  if  they  heard. 


A.  179a,  DEBATES,  145 

'/  Thatched  Houfe  Tavern,  May  16,  1782. 

"  At  a  numerous  ^nd  refpeftable  meeting  of  Members  of  Par- 
'*  liament,  friendly  to  a  conftitutional  reformation,  and  of 
•^  Members  offeveral  Committees  of  Counties  and  Cities— 
«  Prefent, 

The  Duke  of  Richmond,  The  Hon.  William  Pitt, 

Lcfrd  Surrey,  The  Rev.  Mr.  Wyvill, 

Lord  Mahon,  Major  Cartwright, 

The  Lord  Mayor,  Mr.  Home  Tooke,  &c.  &c. 

*'  Refolved  unanimoufly,  That  the  motion  of  the  honourable 
^'  William  Pitt,  on  the  7th  inft.  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
"  mittee  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  enquire  into  the  ftate  of 
**  the  reprefentation  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain,  and  to  re- 
"  port  the  fame  to  the  Houfe,  and  alfo  what  fteps  it  tnight  be 
''  neceflary  to  take,  having  been  defeated  by  a  motion  for  the 
"  order  of  the  day,  it  is  become  indifpenfably  neceflary  that 
"  application  (hould  be  made  to  Parliament,  by  petitions  from 
"  the  colle6live  body  of  the  people,  in  their  rcfpeSive  diftrifts, 
"  requeuing  a  fubdantial  reformation  of  the  Commons  Houfe 
"  of  Parliament. 

"  Refolved  unanimoufly.  That  this  meeting,  confldering 
"  that  a  general  application  by  the  colleftive  body  of  the  People 
"  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  cannot  be  made  before  the  clofe 
"  of  the  prefent  feflion,'is  of  opinion  that  the  fenfe  of  the 
"  people  (hould  be  taken  at  fuch  times  as  may  be  convenient 
"  during  this  fummer,  in  order  to  lay  their  feveral  petitions 
"  before  Parliament  early  in  the  next  fefliion,  when  their  pro- 
"  pofals  for  a  parliamentary  reformation,  (without  which  nei- 
"  ther  the  liberty  of  the  nation  can  be  preferved,  nor  the  per- 
"  manence  of  a  wife  and  virtuous  Adminidration  can  be  fe- 
"  cure)  may  receive  that  ample  and  mature  difcuflion,  which 
"  fo  momentous  a  queftion  demands." 

What  did  the  Committee  for  a  Parliamentary  Reform  do  I 
Precifely  what  William  Pitt  did  in  the  year  1782.  So  much^ 
for  the  objcdions  againft  time  and  mode  urged  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  the  year  1 792.  His  arguments  might 
fatisfy  himfelf,  but  he  believed  it  would  not  be  quite  fo  eafy  tp 
Satisfy  the  Public  in  this  way.     It  ill  accorded  with  the  former 
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I^rofeffidns  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Or  of  his  il- 
liiftrious  father^  with  whom  a  parliamentary  reform  was  a  dar- 
ling objeA,  as  would  appear  in  an  ingenious  and  able  pam« 
phlety  written  by  Sir  Brook  Boothby^  of  wbkb  the  following 
was  an  extraS : 

*•  This  reform  uiay^  it  ought  to  be>  nayy  I  think  it  muil 
''  be^  fpeedily  obtained.  It  cannot  be  brought  forward  under 
"  more  fortunate  aufpices.  It  was  the  lail  legacy  of  the  dying 
**  Chatham^  and  the  virgin  effort  of  our  prefent  Minifter.— * 
*'  His  honour  and  piety  are  both  engaged  to  perfevere  in  it  to 
'*  cffeft.  And  if  the  fon's  face  is  not  ftamped  with  thofe 
**  grand  and  prominent  features  which  gave  foch  irrefiftible 
**  command  to  the  countenance  of  the  father^  his  powers  of 
**  influence  are  not  lefs  efficacious. " 

In  truthy  the  Minifter  could  not  fay  9  fyllable  againft  a  par- 
liamentary reform^  without  an  utter  dereliftion  of  principle- 

Another  of  His  Majefty's  Cabinet  Miniflers,  who  now  felt 
fuch  horror  at  any  thing  like  an  attempt  at  alleratiouy  (he  meant 
ihe  Duke  of  Richmond)  had^  in  a  letter  to  Colonel  Sharman^ 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  in  Ireland^  appointed  by  the  vo- 
lunteer corps,  dated  the  i4.th  of  November,  1783,  expreifed 
kimfelf  to  the  following  eiFedl : 
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For  my  part,  I  agree  in  opinion  with  thofe  who^  are  for 
reftoring  to  all  parts  of  the  State  their  juft  rights ;  at  the 

•*  fame  time,  to  do  it  generally,  not  partially,  is  what  I  muft 

^^  contend  for ;  at  the  fame  time,  I  admit  that  I  am  not  for 
reftoring  the  negative  of  the  Crown*  My  reafon  is^  that  it 
appears  to  me  prepofterous,  that  the  will  of  one  man  fhould 

**  for  ever  obftrudl  every  regulation  which  all  the  reft  of  the 
nation  may  think  necefTary.  I  ob|e£L  to  it,  as  I  would  to 
any  other  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  or  privilege  of  the 

**  Lords  or  People,  that  is  not  founded  on  reafon  ♦.** 

Now,  could  there  be  any  thing  more  extraordinary  than  the 
oppoiition  of  Minifters  to  the  prefent  defire  for  reformation^ 
and  their  fearis  from  the  proceedings  of  the  fociety  ?  What  fe* 
curity  would  the  Public  have  for  the  fincerity  of  thefe  gentle* 

*  Vide  the  Rcmembraticcr,  VoL  XVX.  printed  for  J.  Ikibr«tt,  PiccadiU)^. 
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men  ?  Why  wais  there  fuch  horror  exprefled  at  AfTociations? 
What  was  their  public  declaration  upon  this  fubje£l  ?  Was  it 
not  a  bond  and  pledge,  from  which,  as  men  of  honour,  they 
could  not  depart ;  or  if  they  did,  how  could  they  expe&  credit 
from  the  Public  ?  And  when  their  credit  with  the  Public  was  at 
an  end,  there  would  be  an  end  alfo  of  their  danger,  if  any  fuch 
were  apprehended ;  and  yet,  under  all  thefe  circumftances,  it 
was  deemed  fit  to  iffue  a  proclamatton,  to  warn  the  Public 
agatnft  the  condu£l  of  men  with  fuch  honourable  intentions,  for 
fo  he  would  maintain  they  were,  and  he  challenged  any  man 
in  the  kingdom  to  aflert  the  contrary.  Indeed,  it  was  quite  ri- 
diculous to  endeavour  to  conceal  the  chief  caufe  of  this  famous 
proclanation  ;  he  knew  it  to  be,  and  he  believed  it  would  not 
be  denied,  for  the  purpofe  of  bringing  a  jealoufy  and  fufpicioa 
into  the  minds  of  the  people,  with  refpe£l  to  the  intentions  of 
this  fociety.  It  was  a  fociety,  which  he  muft  repieat,  that  had 
given  a  bond  to  the  people,  which  they  could  not  depart  from^ 
and  this,  to  nemove  all  doubts  of  their  intention ;  nor  was  there 
one  man  of  honour  in  the  kingdom,  who  knew  a^y  thing  of 
them,  who  was  not  fatisfied  they  were  in  reality  what  they 
called  themfelves,  ^^  The  Friends  of,  the  People."  Jie  iiiu({ 
therefore  maintain,  that  this  proclamation,  and  the  manner  iQ 
which  it  was  now  followed  up,  was  a  malicious  proceeding* 
Firft,  it  defamed  the  AiTociation,  and  held  up  a  number  of 
refpedable  men  to  the  odium  of  the  Public,  and  charged  theni 
with  intentions  which  they  had  plainly  difavowed,  of  endea- 
vouiing  to  change  the  form  of  Government  in  this  country ; 
and  now  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  called  upon  to  concur 
in  that  flander,  without  allowing  thefe  gentlemen  to  exprefs 
their  fentiments  upon  the  fd)je£t,  or  obtain  the  opinion  of  the 
people.  Secondly,  it  was  malicious ;  becaufe  it  was  brought 
forward  to  (hew  that  thofe  who  ufually  aft  together  on  all  other 
occafions,  differ  upon  this,  for  the  purpofe  of  conveying  to  the 
Public  that  they  were  difunited*  Thirdly,  it  wa4>rought  for- 
ward, by  way  of  taking  a  chance  that  this  difference  in  one  in- 
ftance  might  make  a  difference  in  every  inftance  between  thofe 
who  had  fo  long  and  fo  cordially  united  upon  principle.  But 
hetrufted  the  people  would  have  too  much  good  fenfe  and  dif- 
cerament  to  be  impofed  upon  by  the  two  firlt,  and  he  was  fure 

there  was  too  well-founded  an  attachment  bct\\^en  the  parties 
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to  make  the  other  of  any  avail  whatever.  As  to  the  indecent 
infmuation,  that  the  Friends  of  the  People  were  defeftive  in 
their  attachment  to  the  Throne,  it  was  infinitely  too  foul  a  ca- 
lumny to  merit  any  thing  but  contempt.  What  he  had  faid 
on  the  proclamation,  was  applicable  not  to  the  Sovereign,  but 
to  thofe  who  had  advifed  it ;  this  he  begged  to  be  remembered. 
As  to  the  pait  he  had  taken,  he  was  ready  to  anfwer  for  it 
whenever  he  fhould  be  called  upon  ;  and  whether  he  (hould 
differ  from,  or  agree  with,  moft  of  thofe  with  whom  he  had 
the  pleafure  to  aft,  he  fhould  always  entertain  the  fame  fenti- 
ments  of  efteem  for  them.  Still  more  particularly  muft  heac- 
.  knowledge  the  friendfhip  and  favour  he  had  received  from  one 
of  them  in  particular  ;  a  man  whom  he  had  too  much  affeflion 
for  to  flatter  him — a  man  whom  he  could  never  forget  fora  mo- 
tnent,  nor  the  honour  he  derived  from  his  acquaintance — 

^—  Dum  memor  ipfe  meL 


A  man,  who  though  placed  in  a  fituation  exceedingly  delicate, 
and  of  a  trying  nature,  between  friends  of  different  opinions, 
and  for  whom  he  had  an  equal  degree  of  affedlion,  yet,  even 
here,  had  manifefted  an  elevation  of  foul,  a  dignity  of  deport- 
ment, a  nobility  of  principle,  a  confiftency  of  conduft,  that 
caft  a  luflre  on  his  unrivalled  talents,  and  ornamented  his  vir- 
tue. Thefe  obfervations  he  could  not  avoid  ;  they  came  from 
an  honeft  heart ;  and  he  hoped  that  right  honourable  gentleman 
would  not  be  difpleafed  at  its  effufion  ;  for  at  an  early  time  of 
life  he  had  formed  this  attachment,  which  had  progreilively  in- 
creafed  by  time,  and  could  not  now  find  words  adequate  to  ex- 
prefs  what  he  really  felt.  He  fliould  now  move  an  amendment 
on  this  addrefs,  which  was, 

"  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  to 
thank  His  Majefty  for  the  gracious  communication  he  has  been 
pleafed  to  make  to.this  Houfe  of  His  Majefty's  Royal  procla- 
mation. 

"  To  affure  His  Majefty  that  his  faithful  Commons  will  be 
at  all  times  ready  to  manifeft  their  attachment  to  His  Majefty 's 
Royal  family  and  perfon,  and  to  that  happy  conftitution  of  this 
country  as  eftabliftied  at  the  time  of  the  glorious  revolution, 
by  openly  refitting,  to  the  utmoft  of  their  power  and  ability. 
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wherever  they  may  appear,  **  any  attempts  which  aim  at  the 
**  fubverfion  of  all  regular  government  within  this  kingdom^ 
**  and  which  are  inconfiftent  with  the  peace  and  order  of  fo- 
"  ciety." 

<*  To  affure  His  Majefty,  that  his  faithful  Commons  moft  , 
cordially  participate  in  the  gracious  fentiments  exprelTcd  by  His 
Majefty  ;  and  that  there  is  "  nothing  they  fo  earncftly  defire, 
**  as  to  fecure  the  public  peace  and  profperity  ;  and  to  prefervc 
**  to  a  loyal  people,  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  rights,  both  re- 
"  ligious  and  civil . "  That  they  are  confident  this  benevolent 
defire  cannot  be  defeated,  when  tliey  confider  His  Majefty 's 
paternal  care  and  regard  for  his  people  ;  and  the  fixed  attach- 
ment which  His  Majefty's  faithful  fubjeds  bear  to  the  happy 
form  of  our  government,  and  the  genuine  principles  of  the 
conftitution.  Thefe  His  Majefty *s  faithful  Commons  cheriili 
as  objefts  of  juft  affection  ;  not  from  any  implicit  reverence, 
or  habitual  fuperftition,  but  as  inftitutions  beft  calculated  to 
fecure  the  bleflings  of  liberty  and  order  ;  and  becaufe  they  are 
convinced,  that  on  them  the  wealth,  "  happinefs,  and  profpe- 
**  rity  of  this  kingdom,  under  Divine  Providence,  chiefly  de- 
pend," 

Humbly  to  reprefent  to  His  Majefty,  that  if  any  **  wicked 
and  feditious  writings  have  been  printed,  publilhed,  and  in- 
duftrioufly  difpeifed,  tending  to  excite  tumult  and  diforder, 
by  endeavouring  to  raife  groundlefs  jealoufies  and  difcontents 
in  the  minds  of  His  Majefty's  faithAil  ahd  loving  fubjefts, 
"  refpefting  the  laws  and  happy  conftitution  of  Government, 
"  civil  and  religious,  eftabli(hed  in  thi»  kingdom,  and  endea- 
vouring to  vilhfy  <ind  bring  into  contempt  the  wife  and 
wholefome  provifions  made  at  the  glprious  revolution,"  that  • 
His  Majefty's  faithful  Commons,  at  the  fame  time  that  they 
cannot  help  exprelfing  their  ftrongeft  difapprobation  ofallfuch 
proceedings,  humbly  conceive  that  His  Majefty's  Government 
iis  already  vefted  with  fufficient  powers  to  punilh  any  open  vio- 
lation of  the  laws  ;  and  that  if  any  writings,  which  His  Ma- 
jefty's Minifters  confider  as  proper  objedls  olprofecution,  have, 
for  any  length  of  time,  been  publifhed  and  circulated,  without 
notice,  the  faid  Minifters  have  been  guilty  of  criminal  negledl, 
in  not  fooner  inftituting  profecutions,  for  the  purpofe  of  bring- 
ing to  puniOiment  tlie  authors  of  fuch  publicatio|is. 
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**  Farther  to  reprefent  to  His  Majcfty,  that  if  upop  this 
ground  alone  His  Majeily  had  been  advifed  to  iflue  his  Royal 
proclamation,  His  Majcfty 's  faithful  Commons,  with  the 
firmeft  confidence  in  His  Majefty's  gracious  and  benevolent  in- 
tentions, feel  thcmfelves  in  duty  bound  humbly  to  exprefs  their 
regret,  that  His  Majefty  (hould  have  been  induced  to  take  a 
meafurc,  which,  under  fuch  circumllances,  they  cannot  but 
regard  as  unneceflary,  and  which  may  produce  the  efFedk  of 
exciting  groundless  alarms  and  fufpicions  in  the  minds  of  His 
Majefty's  faithful  and  loving  people. 

**  To  affure  His  Majefty,  that  his  faithful  Commons  arc  al- 
ways ready  zealoufly  to  concur  with  His  Majefty  in  fuch  mea- 
fure.^as  may  be  found  moft  cfFeSual  for  the  fupprcftion  of"  all 
**  riots,  tumults,  or  other  dilorders,  on  whatever  pretexts  they 
**  may  be  grounded,"  as  well  as  to  ufe  all  legal  means  for  the 
prevention  of  limilar  diforders  in  future. 

"  To  exprefs  to  His  Majefty  the  deep  regret  that  His  Ma- 
jcfty's  faithful  Commons  felt  at  the  tumults  and  diforders 
which  to»k  place  at  Birmingham  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  fum- 
mcr,  to  the  difgrace  of  all  good  government,  the  utter  fubver- 
fion  of  law,  and  the  deftruflion  of  the  fecurity  and  property  of 
His  Majefty's  moft  faithful  fubjefts.  Humbly  to  fuggeft  to 
His  Majefty,  as  the  fureft  means  of  averting  the  calamities  in- 
feparable  from  fuch' diforders  in  future,  and  of  difcburaging  and 
fupprefling  the  lawlefs  violence  which  gave  occaiion  to  them, 
the  expediency  of  proceeding,  with  all  the  feverity  of  the  law^ 
againft  fuch  perfons  as  may  have  been  inftrumental  in  aiding 
and  abetting  the  faid  riiis,  who  have  not  already  been  punifti- 
ed  ;  and  particularly  to  exprefs  their  earncft  wifli,  that  fpeedy 
meafurcs  may  be  taken  for  the  profecution  and  puniftiment  of 
fuch  Magiftrates,  as,  upon  the  aforefaid  melancholy  occafion, 
may  appear  to  have  been  guilty  of  grofs  and  criminal  ne^lcft 
in  the  difcharge  of  their  duty. 

^*  Thefe  fentiments,  diftated  by  an  unfeigned  love  for  Plis 
Majefty's  Royal  perfon  and  illuftrious  Houfe,  an  anxious  re> 
gard  for  the  peace  and  happinefs  of  the  country,  and  a  fteady 
and  zealous  attachment  to  the  true  principles  of  our  happy  con- 
ftitution  of  Government  in  Church  anil  State,  His  Majefty's 
faithful  Commons  have  thought  it  their  duty  to  lay  at  the  foot 
of  the  Throne,  humbly  hoping  that  His  Majefty  will  beplcafed 
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to  take  them  into  his  mod  gracious  confideration,  as  the  fenti- 
ments  of  men  who  have  no  intereft  but  to  preferve  that  freedom 
which  is  the  birthright  of  all  Engliflimeny  and  who  look  to  no 
means  of  doing  fo,  but  in  the  maintenance  of  good  order,  and 
a  fteady  adherence  and  dutiful  fubmilfion  to  the  laws." 

Mr.  MARTIN  (aid,  he  was  the  laft  individual  in  that 
Houfe  who  would  wifli  to  obtrude  his  fentiments  upon  the 
Houfe ;  but  as  many  things  had  been  imputed  to  him  perfon- 
ally>  as  well  as  to  the  fociety  of  which  he  was  a  Member,  at 
a  moment  when  it  was  fo  highly  necefTary  that  the  people  of 
this  country  Ihould  not  be  deceived,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
explain  what  his  fentiments  on  Government  really  were ;  and 
more  particularly  when  fuch  pains  had  been  taken  to  mifrepre- 
fent  him  fo  grofsly.  The  general  calumny  againft  the  Aflbcia- 
tion  on  account  of  their  character,  was  of  much  too  contemp* 
tible  a  nature  to  merit  notice ;  but  it  was  neceffary  to  come 
forward  when  principles  were  imputed  to  them,  with  refpeA  to 
which,  if  not  refuted,  fome  of  the  public  might  be  under  a  de- 
lufion.  He  was  educated  in  a  manner  that  gave  him  a  ftrong 
prejudice  in  favour  of  the  Family  on  the  throne.  He  wiflied 
on  this  occafion  to  throw  afide  all  delicacy,  and  confefs  the 
whole  of  what  he  felt  on  the  fubjed  of  Government  both  civil 
and  religious.  As  to  his  religion  he  was  an  Unitarian,  and 
felt  no  ihame  in  confefling  that  there  appeared  to  him  nothing 
ridiculous  in  worihipping  one  God  inftead  of  three.  He,  how- 
ever, regarded  all  perfons  alike  with  refpeft  to  their  opinions. 
He  knew  of  no  one  clafs  of  men  that  were  either  better  pr 
worfe  than  any  other ;  there  were  fome  good  and  fome  bad  in 
all  clafles,  from  the  King  to  the  beggar.  As  to  his  opinion 
upon  State,  he  was  attached  to  the  form  of  King,  Lords  and 
Commons.  Such  a  Sovereign  as  we  had  the  good  fortune  to 
be  governed  by — fuch  a  nobility  and  Commons  as  fliould  fairly 
and  really  be  the  reprefentationof  the  ariftocracy  and  the  Com- 
mons of  Great  Britain.  In  fliort,  he  wilhed  the  conftitution 
of  England  to  be  in  fa<!i  what  it  was  in  theory.  For  the  better 
explanation  of  his  political  creed  and  political  views,  he  fliould 
beg  leave  to  read  a  declaration  inferted  in  the  Manchcftcr  paper 
of  the  15th  of  May,  1792,  by  a  fociety  entered  into  at  that 
place,  whofe  objed  was  to  pbtain  an  equal  reprefcntation  of 
the  people—an  objed  much  to  be  dcfircd,   and  without  whir'- 
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the  Government  of  this  country  would  Continue  to  be  deplora- 
bly defeftive;  and  he  believed  there  were  but  very  few  men  in 
England  who  would  fay  that  our  reprrfentation  was  perfeft. 
It  was  true  enough  that  of  late  the  Minifter  was  pleafed  to  fay 
that  there  exifled  no  adlual  grievance  in  this  country.  He  be- 
lieved the  people  could  not  be  eafily  prevailed  on  to  believe  this  ; 
and  when  abufes  were  denied  by  thofe  who  profited  by  them, 
and  partook  of  the  loaves  and  fifties,  the  evidence  was  neither 
fafe  nor  fatisfadtory.  He  believed  there  was  hardly  a  man, 
even  in  that  Houfe,  who  would  ferioufly  fay  there  was  no 
caufe  for  complaint.  He  wiftied  to  be  confidered  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  an  honourable  one  ;  but  although  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  fociety,  yet  he  wiftied  to  be  confidered  as  anfwer- 
able  only  for  his  own  opinion  and  not  for  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  that  fociety  in  all  cafes.  He  had  frequently  fat  on 
Committees  of  eleftion,  and  the  fceties  of  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion, and  other  infamous  praftices  in  that  cafe  only,  were 
enough  to  call  for  a  parlianientary  reform.  He  wiftied  to  make 
one  obfervation  upon  the  mode  of  fpeaking  in  that  Houfe,  and 
he  conferred  freely,  he  though  both  fides  often  to  blame  in  that 
refpecft.  •  Temperate  language  fliould  always  be  ufed.  The 
reverfe  of  this  could  never  be  of  any  fervice  any  where*  Sup- 
pofe  a  man  to  be  a  fool — fools  could  not  be  made  wife  by  being 
called  blockheads — nor  would  knaves  ever  be  made  honeft 
by  being  called  fcoundrels.  We  ftiould  reafon,  but  not  re- 
vile. 

Sir  EDWARD  KNATCHBULI^  fupported  the  procla- 
mation,  and  the  addrefs  moved  by  the  learned  gentleman  ;  in 
doing  which  he  believed  he  fpoke.the  fentiments  of  the  coun- 
try, and  was  fure  they  were  the  fentiments  of  his  confti- 
tuents. 

Mr.  GREGOR  approved  highly  of  the  addrefs,  and  confi- 
dered the  proclamation  as  a  meafure  abfolutely  neceffary.— 
Holding  that  opinipn,  he  thought  thanks  were  due  to  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters  for  bringing  it  forward  ;  and  he  was  deter- 
mined that  he,  as  a  Magiftrate,  and  as  a  man  in  the  county 
for  which  he  had  the  honour  to  fit,  would  exert  himfelf  to 
the  utnxolt  to  obey  and  enforce  the  inflrudions  it  contained. 
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Mr-  CURWEN  faid,  he  was  as  much  attached  to  the  con- 
ftitution  as  any  man  could  be,  and  would  think  it  his  indifpen-^ 
fable  duty  at  all  times  to  oppofc  every  meafure  that  Was  inimi«^ 
cal  to  it;   but  his  duty  led  him  likewife  to  be  attentive  to  thd 
proceedings  of  Minifters,   and  when  he  faw  them  to  be  con- 
trary to  what  his  confcience  told  him  was  the  real  intereft  of 
the  country,  to  oppofe  them.     Thofe  who  pofleiTed  great  for- 
tunes,    of  rcfpe£lable  famih'es,    and  many  fuch  were  amongft 
the  line  of  his  friends,  he  thought  were  entitled  to  fome  degree 
of  weight,   and  certainly  if  there  were  any  whofe  efpecial  care" 
it  ought  to  be  to  ftudy,    and  exert  themfclves  to  proniote  the 
fafety  and  profperity  of  the  country,    it  was  theirs.    He  had 
the  honour  to  be  a  Member  of  that  AfTociation  which  had  oc- 
cafioned  fo  much  converfation  of  late,  and  he  defied  any  one  to 
arraign  the  motives,    the  integrity,    or  the  charafters  of  the 
gentlemen  who  compofed  it ;    they  a£led  from  a  principle  of 
reSitude,  and  one  that  could  not  well  be  difptited,   vi;&.  that 
there  was,  if  not  an  immediate,  an  abfolute  neceffity  for  a  re- 
form in  the  rcprefentation  of  the  people,  and  their  endeavours 
to  bring  it  about  had  hitherto  been  conduced  in  the  moft  mo- 
derate and  wife  manner.     He  ^xpefted  to  have  had  his  vot^ 
challenged  upon  this  queftion,    and  to  have  been  called  upon 
by  fonie  irrefiftible  argument  to  approve  of  the  proclamation 
and  addrefs  ;    upon  that  head,    however,  he  was  perfeftly  at 
cafe,  for  no  one  point  had  been  ftated  that  led  him  to  change 
his  opinion  on  the  fubje^.     He  confidered  himfelf>    and  thofe 
who  thought  as  he  did,  to  poflefs  as  much  true  loyalty  and  love 
for  their  country  as  any  fet  of  men,  and  therefore  they  were 
not,   and  would  hot  be,  compelled  to  fupport  the  doftrines  of 
thofe  who  wtre  apoftates  from  loyalty,  and  every  principle  thaft 
rhey  had  pledged  themfclves  tO)  if  their  fyftem  could  be  judged 
by  the  meafures  they  brought  forward.     With  regard  to  the 
word  reform,  without  entering  farther  into  his  own  fentiments 
upon  it,  he  obferved,   the  bare  mentioning  of  the  word  gave, 
offence  to  the  delicate  ears  of  fome  gentlemen,  and  fome  too, 
•who,  on  former  occafions,^  had  ftood  forward  as  the  moft  ftre- 
nubus  fupporters  of  reform  in  Parliament.    All  their  argu- 
ments had  only  this  tendency,  that  they  declared  their  wifli  wig 
to  perpetuate  a  conflitution  wh&h,  by  their  aftions  and  me»» 
ffcres,  they  feemed  detcnxiuvcd  to  deftror.    On  the  febjcft  *f 
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reform  h9  mud  add,  that  a  moderate  and  well«timed  reform 
tvas  all  that  the  people  wanted,  and  this  they  \yere  entitled  to* 
Thofe  who  were  friends  to  the  people  did  hot  argue  for  any  vi- 
fionary  or  extravagjint  fyftem,  far  lefs  would  they  countenance 
any  attempt  to  fubvcrt  the  conflitution.  It  was  not  from  Painc's 
writings  that  their  judgement  was  formed ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  had  taken  every  poflibl^  means  to  fhew  their  difkpprOba- 
iion  of  fucl>  publications.  But  need  they  go  farther  than  our 
pwn  ftatute  book  to  fhew  the  neceflity  of  reform  ;  were  there 
not  a£ls  to  be  found,  fome  of  which  had  been  lately  in  debate 
fully  and  ably  difculled,  that  difgraced  the  country  r  And  what 
wasftronger,  if  they  only  referred  to  the  journals  of  the  Houfe, 
and  faw  it  there  aiferted  that  feats  in  it  were  bought  and  fold, 
^nd  this  aflertion  never  contradifted,  was  there  not  fufEcient 
paufe  for  reform!  All  this  he  could  maintain,  but  begged  the 
Houfe  to  believe  him,  that  he  never  would  aflbciate  with  any 
fet  of  men  whofe  motives  were  a  fubverfion  of  the  conftitution. 
He  then  recurred  to  the  debate  on  the  repeal  of  penal  Itatutcs, 
and  animadverted  on  the  conduft  of  the  Minifter,  whofe  word 
he  thought  had  lojig  fince  been  pledged  for  parliamentary  re^ 
form*  As  tq  the  AflTociation  whiih  it  was  thought  had  given 
rife  to  the  proclamation,  he  begged  to  fay  a  few  words.  He 
wiihed,  if  there  was  any  thing  connefted  with  that  AflTocia- 
tion, or  the  charaftcrs  of  thofe  who  compofcd  it,  that  the  ob- 
jedions  might  be  narned ;  and  fiarely,  if  they  were  criminal, 
there  w^s  law  m  tne  country  to  punifli  them.  He  took  the 
proclamation  jri  another  light,  that  though  it  did  no  harm  here, 
where  mei^'s  tt\\nds  were  more  enlightened,  it  might  have  a 
very  different  eiFeft  in  the  country ;  and  he  reprobated,  in  ftrong 
terms,  the  recommendations  given  to  Magillrates  and  Juftices 
to  become  fpies  ;jnd  informers,  and  their  having  it  in  their 
power,  from  caprice,  or  any  other  bafe  motive,  to  opprefs  and 
fubjeft  to  puniihment  innocent  men.  He  remembered  another 
proclamaition,  iflued  at  the  dark  hour  of  midnight  from  St, 
James's,  againft  blafphemy,  profanenefs,  vice,  and  immora- 
lity, which  was  circulated  and  read  in  all  the  churches  in  the 
kingdom*  The  confequence  was,  that  in  many  diftant  parts 
poor  people  were  feverely  punifhed  under  the  fanSion  of  that 
proclamation  fox*  trivial  ofFencei,  in  comparifon  with  thofe 
which  were  conftantly  pra^tifed  in '  the  neighbourhood  qf  St, 
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Jimes's,  and  in  every  part  of  the  metropolis,  with  Impunity.—^ 
The  country  had,  upon  all  occaflons,  (hewn  its  loyalty  to  the 
Sovereign  upon  the  throne,  and  their  fincere  attachment  to 
that  conftitution  which  placed  the  illuftrious  Houfe  of  Brunf* 
wick  there ;  doubts,  therefore,  ought  not  to  be  entertained  of 
their  fincerity,  nor  were  fuch  meafures  as  the  proclamation  the 
moft  proper  method  to  preferve  that  attachment  and  unanimity 
amongft  them ;  they  want  no  fuch  warnings  to  obey  laws 
which  they  reverence  and  admire ;  and  if  Minifters  would  pnly 
give  them  fecurity  againft  idle  and  expenfivc  armaments  and 
unjuft  interferences,  fuch  as  they  had  lately  been  acciiftomed  to^ 
peace  and  tranquillity  being  their  principal  objeS,  certain  of 
that,  they  would  fear  no  injury,  but  happily  and  gratefully  teC- 
tify  on  all  occafions  the  bleffings  they  enjoy  under  the  excellent 
conftitution  of  England.  He  concluded  by  remarking  upoa 
the  churliflinefs  of  an  honourable  gentleman's  arguments  (Mr. 
Brandling),  who  was  once  a  friend  to  reform,  and  appealed  to 
the  Houfe,  as  he  would  do  to  the  country,  whether  a  ftronger 
inftance  could  be  given  of  a  neceflity  for  reform,  than  the  bu* 
finefe  of  the  Ruffian  war,  when  that  Houfe  had  voted  by  great 
majorities  what  was  diredlly  oppofite  to  the  fenfc  of  the 
people  ? 

Lord  NORTH  faid,   that  difagreeable  as  it  was  for  him  at 
any  time  to  differ  from  porfons  with  whom  he  was  conftantly 
not  only  in  the  habit  of  thinking  and  a£ling  with,  but  for  whom 
colleftively  and  individually  he  had  the  higheft  regard  and 
friend(hip,  yet  his  uneafinefs  was  much  removed  by  the  mode- 
ration and  temperate  manner  in  which  the  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Grey)    had,    with  all  his  ufual    eloquence    and 
ability,    brought  forward  his    amendment,    becaufe,    fponi 
that  circumflance,    all  fear  of  heat  or  intemperance  in  de  • 
bate  was  done  away.     He  then  ftated  his  reafons  fox  approv-*" 
ing  of  the  proclamation  and  the  addrefc,    becaufe;  he  thought 
there  had  been  a  line  of  condud  followed  in  the  country,  for 
feme  time  back,  which  abfolutely  requir^  the  immediate  at- 
tention and  interference  of  Government*     He  lamented^  that 
any  dtfcuflion  of  the  riotous  proceedings  at  Birmingham  had 
been  brought  on  that  night ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  either  a 
popular  or  conftitutional  mode  of  oppofing  the  addrefs.    As  to 

die  proclamation,   if  no  caufe  for  it  bsui  exified,  it  certainly 

X  a 


15S  PARLIAMENTARY  A*  179a, 

would  be  improper  ;  But  when  men  not  only  aflfociated,  but 
avowed  publicly  principles  and  opinions,  fubverfivc  of  all  good 
Government,  he  thought  it  was  time  for  the  Legiflature  to  ftep 
in  apd  prevent  the  difleminating  more  extenfivcly  doftrines  fo 
pernicious,  that  if  not  checked  in  time,  might,  and  would  an- 
nihilate the  conftitution.  After  what  he  had  faid,  he  believed 
it  was  needlefs  to  add,  that  he  fully  and  completely  freed  his 
honourable  friends,  ^nd  their  Aflbciation,  from  every  motive 
and  principle  but  what  was  honourable  to  themfelves,  and  might 
be  ufeful  to  the  country  ;  they  knew  him  too  well  to  expe£l  any 
unkindnefs  or  harfli  conftruftion  from  him. 

Mr.  BURDON  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  addrefs. 

Mr.  BAKER  faid,  he  agreed  both  to  the  proclamation  and 
addrefs ;  they  might  do  gdod,  and  he  apprehended  no  harm 
from  them,  though  he  did  not  fee  the  neceility  for  them.  He 
recurred  to  what  had  been  ftated  as  the  Mini(ter*s  opinions  in 
favour  of  a  reform  in  Parliament  fome  years  ago,  and  could 
not  eafily  reconcile  the  difference  in  opinion  now.  He  paid 
many  compliments  to  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Grey}  who 
belonged  to  the  fame  Ailbciation  which  be  did,  and  the  pur- 
pofes  and  the  objedl  of  which  had  his  concurrence,  though  his 
fentiments  might  not,  perhaps,  carry  him  fo  great  a  length  as 
other  Members  of  it.  With  regard  to  the  publications  fo  fre- 
quently alluded  to,  nobody  held  them  in  greater  detedation  than 
he  did,  at  the  famjC  time  he  thought  contempt  was  what  they 
merited  moft ;  but  as  far  as  they  were  puniQiable,  vvhy  not 
punijQb  them  i  Were  our  laws  nugatory  ordefeSive  ?  Were 
the  duties  of  our  official  fituations  negledled  ?  Or  was  there  no 
wergy  in  our  Government  ?  Certainly  either  of  thofe  niuft 
be  this  cafe  before  it  could  be  necelTary  to  come  forward  with  a 
proclamation.  It  was  a  (lep  unufual  and  new.  He  owned 
there  might  be  occafions  when  it  would  have  been  proper,  but 
they  had  very  feldom  occurred,  and  it  was  worth,  while  to  con- 
£der  what  injuries  might  be  done  to  individuals  under  the  fane* 
tion  of  a  proclamation,  which  gives  fuch  in(lru£Uons<to  Ma^^ 
gidrates.  He  wiihed  2M  mention  of  the  unfortunate  riots  at 
Birmingham  to  be  left  out  of  the  prefent  difcuflion ;  and  then 
concluded  by  dating  his  opinion  to  be  firm  and  deady  for  a  tem- 
perate reform,  and  he  knew  the  public  opinion  was  in  favour 
of  it*    Doubts  had  beea  dated  by  fome  as  to  the  time ;  he  had 
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none ;  but  to  thofc  who  had,  he  would  fay,  that  if  this  was  not 
the  time,  it  may  foon  come  when  by  an  union  of  interefts  it 
will  be  carried  into  efFeft,  without  which  it  cannot  be  done, 
and  when  that  happens  all  difcontents  and  jealoulies  will  be  re- 
moved, and  all  tumults  quafhed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  explained. 

The  Marquis  of  TITCHFIELD  faid,  he  did  not  meant© 
detain  the  Houfe  but  a  few  minutes  to  give  his  reafon  for  ap- 
proving of  the  proclamation.  The  maintenance  of  tranquillity 
and  good  order  in  the  country  was  certainly  otie  of  the  chief 
blefling  of  the  Britifti  conftitution,  and  fecured  to  us  all  the 
happinefs  we  derive  under  it.  To  fupprefs,  therefore,  every 
attempt  to  difturb  that  tranquillity  or  fubvert  that  good  order 
was  truly  laudable,  and,  confidering  that  to  be  the  objeft  of 
the  proclamation,  he  would  give  his  hearty  afTent  to  the  ad- 
drefs.    V 

Mr.  COURTENAY  felt  himfelf  anxiou's  to  deliver  his  fen- 
timients  on  the  dangers  that  exifted,  and  was  extremely  happy 
that  he  was  not  implicated  in  the  guilt  adverted  to  in  the  pro- 
clamation. He  lamented,  however,  that  while  he  was  excul- 
pated. His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  been  cenfured.  Any  im- 
partial man  who  was  at  the  trouble  of  reading  the  proclama- 
tion, mud  be  convinced  that  this  was  the  cafe,  and  of  courfe 
a  matter  worthy  of  great  applaufe  in  the  Sovereign.  He  faid, 
that  it  was  obvious  the  proclamation  alluded  to  Mr.  Paine, 
who  had  more  than  a  year  publifhed  his  fentimcnts  without  the 
leaft  notice  from  Adminiftration.,  In  confequence  of  this  fu* 
pinenefs,  the  author  of  the  Rights  of  Man  diifeminated  his  nof- 
trums,  which  it  feemed  were  fwallowed  by  the  Public,  and 
not  digefted  by  His  Majefty*s  Minifters. 

The  proclamation  muft  be  pronounced  to  have  one  good  cf- 
fed,  as  it  would  raife  in  fupport  of  the  conftitution  an  army  of 
fpies,  that  would  at  all  times  be  armed  in  its  defence.  It  was 
a  great  confolation  to  fay,  that  no  man  dare  mention  a  rotten 
borough,  -  who  was  not  liable  to  be  arretted  by  the  Juftices,v  and 
tranfmitted  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters;  but  how  thefe  nefa- 
rious and  defperate  wretches  were  to  be  difpofed  of  after,  was 
a  queftion  that  refted  entirely  with  Adminiftration.  He  faid, 
that  on  a  former  occafion  he  had  the  honour  of  fupporting 
Mr.  Pitt  on  the  queftion  of  a  parliamentary  reform.    He  was 
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convinced  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  gratitude,  and 
he  was  convinced  that  in  return  for  fuch  kiodncfs  he  would 
fupport  him  this  night,  in  voting  for  the  amendment.  This 
was  peculiarly  a  circumftance  of  much  weight,    as  he  was  I 

aware  that  the  accommodating  difpofition  of  Mr.  Dundas, 
whofe  attention  to  the  Minifter  was  invariable,  would  induce 
him  to  be  of  the  party.  For  Mr.  Dundas  refembled  an  Officer 
who  paraded  the  ftreets  of  Edinburgh  at  night  with  a  large 
cloak,  vociferating  at  the  corner  of  every  alley — "  Wha  wants 
"  me." 

He  faid,  that  he  wiflied  the  proclamation  had  appeared  du* 
ring  the  Birmingham  riots.  The  King  was  the  head  of  the 
Church,  and  a  King  who  enjoyed  as  much  piety  and  as  much 
patronage  as  the  Pope.  He  thought  that  it  would  not  havo 
difgraced  the  morality  of  the  Sovereign  to  have  preached  at  that 
time  morality  to  his  flock,  and  to  have  exhorted  to 

"  Love  one  another  as  themfelves!" 
Doftor  Madan,  he  faid,  certainly  preached  the  reverfe  of 
of  this  dodlrine  ;  but  it  would  not  be  moreover  difgraceful  for 
His  Majefty  to  diflcnt  from  the  Doftor,  who  he  fuppofed  was 
now  a  Bilhop.  [A  Cry  of  No,  No.]  Well,  continu6d  Mr. 
Courtenay,  if  he  is  not  a  Bi(hop,  it  is  certain,  from  his  prin- 
ciples, that  he  has  been  long  fince  qualified  for  a  Bifliop,  and 
deferves  a  Mitre. 

If  the  Diffenters  had  been  a  Sycophantic  tribe,  he  had  no 
doubt  but  Miniders  would  have  expatiated   mod  patheticaU 
ly  on  the  recent  conflagrations  at  Birmingham — they  would 
have  faid,  that  the  blaze  had  confumed  the  fnow  on  Caucaufus ; 
and  an  Ambaflador  would  have  written  word  that  the  flames  had 
burned  the  nofe  of  the  Emperor  of  China !     Here  he  intreated 
to  know,  whatwasthecaufeof  thefeperfecutions  ;  merely,  he 
obferved,    metaphyfical  points,    of  which  the  Cannaille  were 
totally  ignorant,  and  contended  that  the  f omenters  of  thofe  riots 
were  Jacobites,  and  a6led  upon  Jacobite  principles ;    yet  the 
fyfteni  of  Adminiftration  had  been  to  reward  tfiofe  Jacobites, 
while  the  friends  to  the  Hpufe  of  Brunfwick,  and  fupporters 
of  the  Throne,  were  iligmatized.     He  mentioned  Dr.  Prieftley  ' 
as  a  Philofopher,    and  a  man  to  whom  this  country  and  the 
world  owed  much,  in  terms  of  the  highefl  refpeft  and  venera- 
tion ;   his  name,  which  had  been  improperly  treated  in  that 
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Houfe,  merited  much  reverence  from  the  peopde  of  England. 
Ffom  this  he  came  to  notice  thofe  penal  ftatutes  lately  difcufledy 
which,  while  unrepealed,  remained  difgraceful  to  the  nation. — 
He  dated  the  cafe  of  the  woman  in  the  county  of  Nottingham, 
whom  the  clergy  had  imprifoned  for  irregular  marriages ;  as  if 
by  inforcing  thofe  ftatutes,  they  meant  to  tr anfubftantiate  con- 
nublality  into  fornication  ;  even  this,  and  many  ftrong  argu- 
ments, delivered  with  the  greateft  eloquence  and  force,  could 
notperfuade  the  Houfe  to  repeal  them  on  a  former  night ;  well 
did  he  know  what  a  number  of  them  would  ftart  back  the 
moment  he  talked  of  a  reform  jn  Parliament  ;  the  moQient 
you  pretend  to  touch  a  rotten  borough,  you  naturally  alarm 
fomc  of  thofe  who,  perhaps,  can  fend  into  that  Houfe  five  or 
fix  Members,  with  labels  in  their  mouths,  juft  to  pronounce 
aye  and  no  as  they  were  required.  As  to  difcu(fions  on  con- 
ftitutional  improvements,  he  thought  them  highly  proper,  and 
wasfure  that  the  more  their  eleSive  rights  were  made  knovva 
to  the  people,  the  better  ufe  they  would  make  of  them,  as  their 
only  fafeguard  and  greateft  check  againft  the  influence  of  the 
Lords.  In  the  political  difpute  between  Steele  and  Addifon, 
it  had  been  made  a  matter  of  complaint,  that  28  Peers  had  beea 
made  in  the  reign  of  George  I.,  which  it  was  argued  would 
deftroy  the  balance  of  power  in  the  other  branches  of  the  con- 
ftitution :  What  then  muft  be  the  confequence  of  increafing 
their  numbers,  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  now  at  the 
head  of  Adminift ration  had  done,  who  had  created,  he  be- 
lieved, three  times  as  many  ?  Objeftions  had  been  made  by 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  others,  that  this  was  not 
the  time  for  reform ;  but  let  this  be  compared  with  the  time 
when  he  brought  his  propofition  for  reform  forward,  and  it 
certainly  would  appear  a  much  more  fovourable  time  now  than 
he  took ;  at  the  time  that  he  aflbciated  for  reform,  we  were  at 
war,  and  in  danger  from  every  Power  round  us  ;  now  we  have 
no  danger  of  any  kind  to  apprehend,  and  are  at  perfe£t  peace ; 
in  fliort,  he  confidered  this  proclamation  to  be  fraught  with 
mifchief,  as  far  as  it  tended  to  fpread  alarms  amongft  the  peo- 
ple, where  none  was  neceflary,  and  create  doubts  that  were 
groundlefs  and  unfounded  ;  in  this  view  of  it,  he  declared,  that 
inftead  of  being  for  the  fpecial  caufes  it  fet  forth,  it  proceeded 
from  finifter  purpofcs.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  thought 
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it  neccffary  to  excite  riots  in  order  to  preferve  the  peace.  He 
might  as  well  take  for  his  own  ufe  cantharides  to  preferve  his 
chiiflity.  He  wis  one  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and  at 
their  next  meering  he  would  not  be  furprlfed  if  the  two  right 
Jionoiirable  gentlemen  oppofite  were  to  offer  themfelves  as  Mem- 
bers ;  fare  he  was,  that  they  had  done  few  things  lately  that 
were  fo  much  to  their  credit.  ,  He  would  affure  them,  they 
would  be  well  ft^ccived,  and  the  fatted  calf  would  be  killed 
upon  the  oc'cafi on.  He  concluded  By  faying,  that  having  fpo- 
fccn  in  the  conciliating  manner  in  which  he  had  done,  he  hoped 
it  would  have  fome  weight,  and  induce  the  Houfe  to  agree  to 
the  amendment  of  his  honourable  friend. 

Mn  ANSTRUTHER  contended  for  the  addrefs,  and  was 
againil  the  amendment.  He  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  when 
Mr.  Paine's  firll  pamphlet  appeared,  it  was  n6t  then  the  pro- 
per time  to  profecute.  .  When  he  faw  that  pamphlet,  he  had 
not  thought  there  were  people  weak  and  wicked  enough  topro- 
^  pagate  the  principles  it  contained  ;  but  there  were  fieople  who 
had  been  bad  and  bold  enough  to  declare  that  they  adopted  the 
principles  contained  in  that  book,  who  did  not  feek  reform 
merely,  but  were  defirous  of  fubverting  the  conftitution  itfclf. 
Had  there  not  beeri  focicties  formed,  who  avowed  their  level* 
ling  principles,  and  called  for  foreign  aid,  to  enable  them  to 
obtain  their  end  ?.  When  he  faw  fuch  focieties  publicly  avow- 
ing their  principles,  and  printing  their  correfpondence,  it  was 
impoflible  not  to  feel  alarm  and  apprehenfion.  Every  man 
muft  naturally  do  fo,  and  he  rejoiced  that  alarm  aad  apprehen- 
fion went  abroad  fo  generally  as  they  had  done.  If  they  thought 
the  conftitution  and  good  government  of  the  country,  under 
vhich  their  anceftors  and  they  themfelves  had  felt  the  moft 
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iminternipted  happinefs,  in  danger,  was  not  every  thing  to  be 
apprehended  ?  And  thefe  were  the  reafons  why  he  thought  Mi- 
nifters  had  done  themfelves  honour  by  the  proclamation.  It 
was  by  that  meafure  only  tliat  a  ftop  could  be  expefted  to  be 
put  to  the  dangers  that  threatened  us.  But  fome  gentlemen 
thought  that  the  proclamation  being  recognized  by  that  Houfe, 
would  take  away  the  refponfibility  from  Minifters.  So  far 
^rom  taking  away  any  refponfibility  from  Minifters,  it  loaded 
them  with  a  double  degree  of  refponfibility,  inafmucli  as  ft 
would  render  them  doubly  culpable,  if  they  permitted  that 
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ger  to  get  to  any  degree  of  height,  after  it  had  been  recognized 
by  that  Houfe. ,  With  regard  to  the  reform  of  Parliament,  he 
declared  he  did  not  deem  the  prefent  the  fit  time  to  confider  the 
propriety  or  impropriety  of  fuch  a  meafure.  He  did  not  think 
a  reform  could  anfwer  any  good  end,  or  was  at  all  neceflary. 
The  proclamation  did  not  appear  to  him  to  point  to  the  Aflb-* 
ciation.  From  the  defcription  of  people  to  whom  it  did  pointy 
he  declaredi  he  expelled  a  confiderable  degree  of  danger  ; 
whereas,  from  the  gentlemen  of  the  Airociation,  he  expedled 
every  good :  but  when  he  faw  the  name  of  the  Aflbciation  ufed 
by  the  Mancheder  Society,  at  the  very  time  that  fociety  aded 
on  principles  dangerous  to  the  conftitution,  he  was  feriouQy 
alarmed.  With  regard  to  the  Aflbciation,  it  was  not,  God 
knew,  that  he  expected  mifchief  from  the  gentlemen  concern- 
ed in  it,  but  it  was  becaufe  he  was  fure  there  was  in  the  coun- 
try a  fet  of  men  who  would  impofe  on  them ;  and  he  faw  in 
aloioft  every  newfpaper,  writings  of  a  mifchievous  tendency* 
For  thefe  reafons,  he  would  (late  his  determination  to  fupport 
and  maintain  the  conditution  as  it  was,  at  the  foot  of  the 
Throne,  and  therefore  he  was  extremely  happy  that  the  addrefs 
was  worded  as  it  was. 

Mr.  DRAKE  faid^  he  had  been  difgufted  with  the  buffoon* 
ery  he  had  heard  from  one  honourable  gentleman,  who  had 
held  the  mofi  unparliamentary  language  he  ever  heard ;  but  his 
wounded  feelings  were  quieted  and  cured,  by  the  admirable  an^ 
tidotes  he  had  juft  heard,  in  the  fpeech  of  the  honourable  and 
learned  gentleman,  to  every  word  of  which  he  begged  leave  to 
fubfcribe  ;  and  thanks  !  immortal  thanks !  to  the  honourable 
and  learned  Member,  for  the  honefty  and  manlinei^  of  his  de- 
clarations. He  gloried  in  the  fentiments  which  that  honour- 
able and  learned  Member  had  exprefled,  and  fhould  be  proud 
to  have  the  honour  of  uniting  with  a  man  fo  charaderifed,  and 
to  join  him  in  battle  array,  to  overthrow  the  enemies  of  dur 
glorious  conftitution.  He  declared,  he  would  fight  for  that 
Wonderful  fabric  to  the  laft  drop  of  his  blood.  He  rejoiced 
that  there  were  two  fuch  immortal  men  in  the  kingdom  as  a 
Cavendifli  and  a  Portland ;  men  noble,  but  honourable  in  pri- 
vate life,  and  patriotic  in  public !  If  fafety,  in  times  of  danger, 
could  any  where  be  expeded,  it  was  from  fuch  men.  He  ne- 
ver would  join  with  thofc  who  endeavoured  to  excite  difafFec- 
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tion  to  Government,  without  a  caufe  or  provocation.  Mr. 
Drake  concluded  with  declaring,  that  he  had  rather  die  a  loj- 
alift  than  live  a  republican. 

Earl  WYCOMBE  faid,  he  rofe  to  give  his  reafons  for  th« 
vote  he  meat)t  to  give  againft  the  addrefs  moved  by  the  learned 
gentleman^  and  for  the  amendment  of  his  honourable  friend. 
He  difapprovcd  of  the  addrefs,  becaufe  it  was  calculated. to  give 
importance  to  thofc  very  wicked  and  libellous  publications 
which  it  was  intended  to  punifli.    He  was  an  avowed  friend  to 
the  conftitution,  and  was  happy  in  having  an  opportunity  to 
ftate  how  fenfible  he  was  of  the  ineftimable  bleffings  and  hap- 
l^inefs  we  enjoyed  under  it ;  but  he  detefted  the  hypocrify  that 
Teemed  apparent  in  Minifters  in  bringing  forward  a  procla- 
mation in  this  linufuai  manner  for  fmider  purpofes,  under  the 
mafic  of  attachment  to  the  conftitution,  which  was  evidently 
ihe  admiration  of  all  who  lived  under  it.     He  was  likewife  a 
firm  friend  to  moderate  reform,  becaufe  he  thought  it  abfo- 
lutely  necelTary,  and  was  none  of  thofe  who  thought  the  con- 
ftitution could  only  be  perpetuated,  by  perpetuating  its  defor- 
mities, in  which  light  he  certainly  confidered  the  rotten  part 
of  the  reprefentation  of  the  people.     That  this  was  not  a  period 
for  fuch  a  wife  and  moderate  reform,  he  could  not. agree  to, 
ftor  had  he  heard  one  folid  objedion  offered  on  that  point.   He 
wiflied  to  pi*eferve  tranquillity  and  good  order  in  the  country 
as  much  as  the  noble  Lord   (Titchfield)  behind  him,  but  did 
not  like  the  meafure  propofed  for  that  purpofe  ;  the  more,  be- 
caufe it  originated  with  men  who  were  againft  all  reform. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  faid,  he  had  the  honour  of  being 
a  member  of  the  Aflbciation  fo  often  alluded  to,  and  mod  per* 
feftly  and  cordially  agreed  with,  and  approved  of,  every  thing 
they  had  done  or  written.  He  difapprovcd  of  the  proclama- 
tion, for  this  ftrong  and  fubftantial  reafon,  that  it  tended  to 
create  in  the  minds  of  the  people  idle  doubts  and  jealoufies,  ai 
well  as  groundlefs  alarms ;  and  by  deceiving  them,  might  pro- 
duce many  bad  confequences,  and  no  one  good  ;  for  thofe  rea^ 
fonS)  he  would  fupport  the  amendment  of  his  honourable 
friend. 

Mr.  ADAM  faid,  that  on  all  the  numerous  occafions  on 
which  he  had  offered  his  fentiments  to  the  Houfe,  he  had  nc- 
tcx  found  himfclf  in  a  fituation  of  greater  anxiety,  nor  one  in 
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which  he  felt  it  fo  incumbent  upon  him  to  deliver  a  folemnopi* 
nion..  He  faid,  he  had  confidered  the  fubjeft  with  the  utmoft 
attcnticMi  in  his  power  ;  he  had  weighed  every  circumftancc 
with  the  moft  deliberate  care  ;  and  the  refult  was,  that  he  dif* 
fered  from  fome  of  his  friends  in  the  concluiion  he  drew^  from 
others,  in  the  reafons  which  led  to  that  conclufion.  When  he 
differed  with  perfons  with  whom  he  was  accuftomed  to  agree, 
for  whofe  integrity,  under  (landing,  and  abilities  he  had  the 
higheft  refped^  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  that  he  (hould  rife 
with  anxiety.  That  anxiety  was,  however,  fomewhat  dimi- 
Biflied,  by  the  firm  perfuafion,  that  they  would  hear  him  with 
favour,  and  judge  him  with  candour* 

He  faid,  the  opinion  he  had  formed  refpe&ing  the  procla- 
mation and  addrefs,  did  not  refult  from  its  having  any  connec- 
tion with  the  fubjed  of  parliamentary  reform.  But  although 
he  fhould  not  fiate  the  queftion  of  a  reform  in  the  reprefentatioa 
of  the  people  as  a  reafon  for  the  conclufion  which  he  fhould 
drawy  yet  he  could  not  help  faying,  that  his  honourable  friend 
)¥ho  had  moved  the  amendment  (Mr.  Grey)  had,  in  the  view 
he  took  of  the  fubjedl,  introduced  it  with  great  propriety.  His 
honourable  friend  had,  by  a  moil  brilliant  difplay  of  eloquence, 
and  by  powerful  argument,  added,  ifpofTible,  to  the  reputation 
which  he  fo  judly  enjoyed.  He  had  at  once  exprefled  the  mofl 
aflfe£lionate  regard  for  thofe  friends  with  whom  he  differed,  and 
maintained,  with  a  manly  elevation  of  fentiment,  the  dignity 
of  his  own  chara£ler.  But  although  the  fubjed  of  parliamen- 
tary reform  made  no  ingredient  in  the  reafoping  which  led  to 
the  conclufions  which  Mr.  Adam  faid  he  had  come  to  on  the 
fubjed  before  the  Houfe,  he  thought  it  neceffary  to  exprefs  his 
opinion  upon  it  very  decidedly,  in  cafe  it  fhould  be  fuppofed 
that  he  had  f  werved  from  an  opinion^  which  he  had  repeatedly 
given^  when  the  fubjef);  had  been  under  difcuflion,  by  giving 
his  vote  againfl  that  meafqre  ;  and  which,  when  it  fhould  come 
forward  again  for  difcuflion,  he  fhould  probably  a(k  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Houfe  to  deliver  his  reafon^  for  that  opinion  at  full 
length.  On  the  prefent  occafion,  he  fhould  content  himfclf 
^ith  faying,  that  his  opinion  had  been,  and  flill  remained,  the 
fame  with  that  of  a  noble  perfon,  (the  Earl  of  Guilford)  with 
whom,  Mr.  Adam  faid,  it  had  long  been,  and  flill  was,  his 
pride  and  honour  to  live  in  the  flri(5teft  friendihip.    That  he 
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was  influenced  to  form  this  opinion,  from  a  full  conRderation 
of  the  conftitution  of  Parliament  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  ef- 
fcfts  of  that  conflitution,  on  the  other.     That  if  the  whole  ag- 
gregate of  what  cortftituted  the  freedom  of  Parliament,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  influence  over  Parliament,  on  the  other, 
were  taken   into  confideration,  Mr.  Adam  faid,   he  would 
pledge  himfelf  to  prove,  that  there  had  been  a  gradual  and  pro« 
greffivc  improvement  in  favour  of  the  freedom  of  Parliament, 
from  the  revolution  to  the  prefcnt  time.     That  he  could  not, 
therefore,  but  agree  with  a  philofophical  writer  of  the  firfl  emi* 
nence,  who  was  the  more  eminent  becaufe  his  philofophy  wa« 
applied  to  the  pradlical  purpofes  of  life.     He  meant  Mr.  Pa- 
fcy,  who  faid,  that  the  objediion  to  the  reprefentation  of  the 
people,  was  an  objeflion  which  appeared  flrongefl  at  firfl 
fight  ;  and  the  more  it  was  examined,  the  more  it  diminifhed 
in  flrength  and  importance.     He  faid,  that  under  the  conflitu* 
tion,  as  it  now  flood,  we  had  long  enjoyed  the  greatefl  benefits 
which  hiraian  nature  was  capable  of  enjoying  ;  the  fecurity  of 
property,  freedom  of  writing  and  fpeaking,  liberty  of  perfon, 
and  a  great  fhare  of  political  as  well  as  civil  freedom,  was  ex- 
tended over  a  larger  portion  of  mank'md,  than  human  experi- 
ence could  furnifh  an  inftance  of,  in  any  former  age  or  in  any 
other  country.     That,  under  thefc  bleflings,  there  had  been  a 
rapid  and   perpetual   increafe  of  wealth  and  improvement  in 
every  thing  that  could  render  civilized  life  happy.     That  fuch 
blcffings  were  not  to  be  rafhly  endangered  for  an.  experiment, 
efjpecially  when  it  was  recolleSed  upon  what  it  was  that  this 
experiment  was  to  operate.     It  was  not  upon  body  or  matter^ 
where  the  experiment  could  be  the  fubjeft  of  precife  mathema- 
tical calculation,  but  upon  the  mind  of  man,  which  fiudluates 
and  varies,  and  where  the  precife  efFeft  upon  a  change  can 
neither  be  forefeen  nor  computed.     He  faid,  he  would  rather 
have  the  prefent  conftitution,  with  all  its  imperfeftions  on  its^ 
head,  than  hazard  i.  change  ;  becaufe,  while  the  pradical  good 
was  aftually  felt,  the  ide^l  defeft  was  a  mere  fpeculation. 

Having  made  it  fufliciently  clear  that  his  opinion  againfl  a 
reform  in  the  reprefentation  continued  unaltered,  he  came  next 
to  the  queftion  immediately  before  the  Houfe-'^the  approbation 
of  the  addrefs,  moved  by  the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls,  or  the>  amend- 
ment of  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Grey).    He  was  bow  to 
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cxprefs  a  difference  of  fentitnent  from  other  friends  of  his>  for 
whom  he  had  the  moft  fincere  aiTediony  and  to  whom  he  was 
bound  by  every  tie  of  friendfliip ;  he  alluded  particularly  to 
Lord  North,  the  Marquis  of  Titchfield,  and  Mr.  Anftruther, 
who  had  fpoken,  and  to  others  whofe  opinions  he  knew  to  be 
contrary  to  his*     But,  he  faid,  he  diiFered  without  dread,  be* 
caufe  he  knew  that  their  minds  were  fo  formed^  as  to  render 
an  accidental  difference  no  ground  even  of  temporary  diflike. 
They  knew  the  nature  of  the  human  mind,  and  the  various 
mode^  by  which  minds  differently  conftituted  were  led  to  dit' 
ferent  conclufions,  and  could   make  every  allowance  for  that 
difference  of  opinion,  when  didated  by  an  honed  and  upright 
motive  :  they  had  no  overbearing  conceit,  no  didatorial  arro-> 
gance,  which  made  them  abandon  their  friends,  becaufe  they 
Ad  not  command  their  opinions.     He  faid,  he  had  gravely  con- 
fidered  theTubjed — had  looked  into  the  fituation  of  the  country, 
and  into  all  concomitant  circumftrnces,  with  all  the  attentioa 
in  his  power,  and  could  find  nothing  to  create  alarm.    H^ 
fiated  the  fituation  of  the  country  as  to  profperity  and  happU 
sefs,  and  mentioned  the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  ftated 
by  Mr.  Pitt,  on  opening  his  budget.     He   never  could  forget 
the  gracious  fpeech  from  the  Throne,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
ieflion,  where  it  had  been  emphatically  faid,  that  liberty  was 
united  with  order.     He  then  afked,  if  there  was  a  poflibility  of 
the  people  of  England  being  fo  dead  to  all  fenfe  of  thofe  blef* 
fings  which  were   warmly  and  juflly  painted,  /  as  to  wifli  a 
change — whatever  fome  malcontents  might  wi(h.     He  aflced^ 
what  event  had  happened,  what  flrange^  unheard-of  calamityt 
or  unforefeen^aecident,  had  occurred,  to  alter  that  fyilem  of 
profperity  and  univerfal  fatisfadion,  which  had  been  fo  often 
and  fo  recently  expreifed  in  fuch  glowing  colours  ?  and  faid,  it 
feemed  to  him  a  libel  at  once  upon  the  good  fenfe  and  integrity 
of  the  Englifli  nation,  to  fuppofe  them  anxious  for  innovation 
and  confufion,  at  a  time  when  their  happinefs  was  univerfally 
allowed  to  be  fo  complete  and  perfedl.     Having  put  this  in  dtf« 
ferent  points  of  view,  he  faid  there  were  two  caufes  flated  for 
the  danger,  and  as  ju&ifying  the  proclamation  and  addrefs.-^ 
The  one  was  the  events  in  France — the  other,  the  do^ines  of 
certain  publications. .   As  to  the  firft,  if  the.dodrinesarifing 
fit>m  French  affairs  produced  alarm,  that  alarm  was  more  tbair 
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deftro/ed  by  the  antidote  contained  in  the  fituation  and  condi-» 
tion  of  France.  With  regard  to  the  writings,  he  faid,  he  could 
not  conceive  that  they  could  have  any  efFeft  upon  a  people  fa 
attached,  and  judicioufly  attached,  to  a  conftitution^  obtained 
by  the  glorious  efforts,  and  cemented  by  the  bed  blood,  of  our 
anceftors.  He  had  well  confidcred  the  fubjedl  of  conftitutional 
publication,  and  was  hy  no  means  ready  to  fay  (but  the  con- 
trary} that  books  of  fcience  upon  Government,  though  recom- 
mending a  doiSlrine  or  fyftem  different  from  the  form  of  our 
conditution,  were  fit  objcfis  of  perfecution  ;  if  he  did,  he  muft 
condemn  Harrington  for  his  Oceana,  Sir  Thomas  More  for 
his  Eutopia,  and  Hume  for  his  idea  of  a  perfe£l  Common- 
wealth. But  the  publication  of  Mr.  Paine  was  very  different ; 
it  reviled  what  was  mofl  facred  in  the  conftitution,  deflroyed 
every  principle  of  fubordination,  and  eftablifhed  nothing  in 
theii:  room.  He  afked,  when  this  had  been  publifhed  eighteen 
months  ago,  had  any  notice  been  taken  of  it  ?  Was  it  not  in 
the  power  of  the  executive  Government  to  have  profecuted  it  ? 
And  now  that  the  powers  of  juries  were  foon  to  be  confirmed, 
to  the  eternal  hi^our  of  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox) 
was  it  pofGbk,  that  combining  the  time  and  mode  of  the  pub* 
lication  with  the  matter,  was  it  likely  that  twelve  men,  upon 
their  oaths,  judging  of  intention,  would  not  find  fuch  a  writer 
guilty  ?  Why  was  it  not  done  ?  Was  not  the  perfon  a  peculiar 
objeft  for  profecution — ^  foreigner,  who  muft  fly  the  moment 
he  was  profecuted,  and  would  never  fubmit  to  an  imprifon- 
ment  ?  But  now,  when  the  doftrines  wer-e  obfolete  and  for- 
gotten,  they  were  revived ;  and  that  at  a  time  when  the  light 
of  this  Houfc  had  been  fpread  throughout  the  country,  difpel- 
ling  the  bad  effefts  of  that  publication,  all  dcfcriptions  of  per- 
fons  having  agreed  in  reprobating  his  dodrines,  Infteadof 
confidering  the  proclamation  and  addrefs  as  a  wife  meafure  to 
reprefs,  he  could  not  help  viewing  it  as  an  advertifement  to 
revive,  curiofity,  about  a  book  which  had  been  either  repro- 
bated or  forgotten. 

Under  thefe  impreffions,  he  had  no  difficulty  in  ;jdopting  the 
amendment  of  his  honourable  friend,  in  preference  to  the  ad- 
drefs moved  by  the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  ;  not  that  he  confidered 
the  addrefs  as  fo  objeftionable  as  the  proclamation  ;  but  the 
cbjcflion  to  th«  addrefs  was,  that  it  approved  of  the  p'rocla- 
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mation,  which  he  could  not  approve,  becaufe  it  created  alarm, 
unneceflarily  ;  becaufe  there  was  no  danger  to  juftify  the  me^ 
fure ;  an^  if  there  was,  it  was  not  the  wife,  regular,  confti- 
tutional,  and  effectual  mode  of  reprcfling  it.  The  confHtution 
having  vefted  the  executive  Government  'pf  the  country  with 
powers  amply  fufScient  regularly  to  check  fuch  evils,  and  the 
executive  Government  were  highly  reprehcnfible,  where  the 
publications  were  the  fubjeft  of  profecution,  fo  long  to  have 
fleptover  them.  Mi*.  Adam  faid,  he  had  heard  that  a  profe- 
cution was  commenced  againd  Paine's  book,  but  it  wasagainft 
the  printer  only.  He  afked,  how  it  came  that  the  author  was 
palled  by,  if  the  printer  was  liable  to  profecution  ? 

As  to  the  amendment  of  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Grey), 
hefupported  it ;  becaufe  it  was  highly  refpedful  to  the  Throne, 
and  aiFe^lionate  to  His  Majefty  ;  and  he  coniidered  it  as  the 
moft  pleafmg  and  conAitutional  part  that  Parliament  could  take, 
to  approach  the  Monarch  with  affeftion  and  refpeft*  The 
amendment,  he  faid,  contained  not  a  word  in  favour  of  parlia- 
mentary reform  ;  and  therefore  he  could  give  it  his  unqualified 
approbation,  which  he  could  not  have  done  had  it  touched  on 
that  fubje£l,  in  the  language  of  approbation.  He  faid,  the 
amendment  touched  upon  three  points,  the  creation  of  unnecef- 
fary  alarm,  the  propriety  of  the  proceeding  by  profecution,  and 
the  little  efFeft  to  be  expedled  from  the  proclamation  ;  if,  for 
argument  fake,  it  were  admitted,  that  the  proclamation  were 
wife,  how  came  the  fame  perfons,  who  now  proclaimed  our 
danger,  to  reject  an  addrefs  to  inquire  into  the  mifcondu£l  of 
thofe  Magiftrates,  by  whofe  remiflfnefs,  in  the  difcharge  of 
their  duty,  the  government  of  the  country  had  been  difgraced 
in  the  riots  of  the  lafl  fummer  ? 

He  here  dated  the  propriety  of  fuch  an  inquiry  ;  becaufe  it 
was  clear,  from  the  affidavits,  that  there  was  a  ground  for  in-, 
quiry,  and  that  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  knew  that  private 
individuals  could  not  profccute.  The  time  for  them  was,  by 
the  lapde  of  two  terms,  loft.  But  the  Crown  could  ftill  profc- 
cute. By  not  inquiring,  to  lay  the  foundation  of  fuch  profe- 
cution, what  confidence  could  be  given  to  their  exertion  in 
others  ?  They  were  little  likely  to  ferve  the  country  by  adive 
exertion,  who  were  thus  negligent  in  that  tranfaftion.  Hav- 
ing argued  all  thefe  points  with  great  force,  fluency,  and  clear- 
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nefs,  he  concluded  with  a  general  recapitulation^  and  faid,  th^t 
jftot  only  for  the  reafons  he  had  mentioned^  .he  (hould  vote 
againd  the  addrefs,  and  for  the  amendment,  but  becaufe  the 
Minifters  of  the  Crown  were  vefted  with  complete  and  ample 
powers,  without  the  aid  of  a  proclamation  and  addrefs  to  adifl 
them.  That  it  was  their  duty  to  exert  thofe  powers,  when 
the  public  ncceffity  called  for  it,  in  the  ordinary  courfc  of  of- 
fice, and  not  to  alarm  the  minds  of  men  about  the  (late  of  pub- 
lic tranquillity,  by  fuppofing  the  exiftence  of  a  fpirit  of  com- 
motion, in  dited  contradiction  to  every  apparent  circumftahce 
an  the  ftate  of  the  country.  He  faid,  with  the  Minifters  thc^ 
duty  is,  and  on  them  ihould  reft  the  refponfibility. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  he  (hould  think  himfelf  little 
"Worthy  of  a  feat  in  that  Houfe,  or  of  any  honourable  ftation  in 
ibcicty,  or  of  (he  place,  which  he  hoped  he  held  in  the  eftima* 
tiou  of  his  friends,  if,  on  an  occafion  fo  important,  and  fo 
3>articular]y  circumftanced  as  he  was,  he  were  not  to  deliver  his 
opinion  without  refcrve.  He  (hould  give  it  briefly,  in  plain^ 
difttnfi,  and  manly  terms.  He  meant  to  confine  himfelf  ft riftly 
to  the  contents  of  the  paper  on  the  table,  and  to  avoid,  as  much 
as  po(ribIe,  travelling  out  of  the  record.  Other  gentlemen, 
he  hoped,  would  follow  the  fame  rule  ;  that  they  had  no  right 
to  ftate  any  thing  in  argument,  which  they  had  not  ventured  to 
'aflert  in  the  proclamation  ;  much  lefs  were  they  at  liberty,  in 
any  inftance,  to  aver  againft  their  own  record.  The  authors 
of  this  meafure  muft  not  expeft  to  (belter  themfelves  under  His 
Majefty's  name.  I  am  under  your  correftion.  Sir,  when  I 
a(firm  that  this  proclamation,  like  every  other  aft  of  the  Crown, 
the  moment  it  is  fubmitteJ  to  the  confideration  of  Parliament, 
is  to  be  treated  aind  examined  as  the  a<9:  of  the  Minifter,  and 
nothing  elfe.  This  I  hold  to  be  parliamentary  dodlrine ;  at  leaft 
I  am  fure  it  is  parliamentary  language.  In  an  inftance  appa« 
rently  much  more  the  perfonal  aft  of  the  Sovereign^  in  the 
fpeeches  from  the  Throne,  we  aflfert  this  diftinftion,  and  can- 
Vafs  the  fubjeft  as  if  the  King  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  The 
conftitution  tells  me,  the  King  can  do  no  wrong.  I  go  far- 
ther, and  am  ready  to  declare  my  belief  that  the  propo(ition  is 
aftually  and  perfonally  true.  If  nothing  were  in  queftion  but 
ft  compliment  to  the  Throne,  or  a  declaration  of  duty  and  re«^ 
Ifeft  to  His  Majefty,    I  (hould  challenge  any  of  tbcfe  gentle- 
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men,  who  arc  mod  loaded  with  th^  favours  of  the  Cri)wn,  who, 
in  the  iriidft  of  their  eternal  profeflions  of  immaculate  purity 
and  rigid  fclf  denial,    have  contrived  to  engrofs  all  the  emolu- 
ments, all  tnc  Power,  and  all  the  profits  of  Government  among 
themfclves,    their  relations,  and  immediate  connexions;    I 
Ihoifld  challenge  and  defy  the  mod  forward  of  thefe  difinterefted 
perfons,  to  exprefs  a  warmer  zeal  and  aifc6lion  than  I  ihould 
to  His  Majefty's  perfon  and  Government.     This  is  not  the 
queftion.     The  meafure,  which  we  are  called  upon  to  approve 
and  fupport,  is  a  miniderial  a£l.     The  addrefs  propofed  is  an 
addrefs  of  >thanks  and  approbation  to  the  Minider,  and  an  en- 
gageme'nt  to  fupport  his  particular  Adminidration.  Well,,  Sir, 
fince  he  comes  to  this  Houfe  for  approbation,   for  thanks  and 
for  fupport,  let  us  examine  the  merits  of  his  cbndudl,  and  fee 
whether  he  dcferves  it.     The  proclamation  tells  us  that  divers 
mchd  andfedttious  writings  have  been  printed^  publijhed,  andin-* 
duftrioujly  difperfedy  tending  to  excite. tumult  and dif order ^  &c.  but 
it  does  not  tell  us,  how  long  thefe  wicked  writings  have  been 
fopublifhed  and  difperfed.     If  it  had,   we  (hould  then  have 
known,    a  little  better  than  the  Minider  probably  wi(hes  we 
iliQuld  do,   what  fort  of  gratitude  is  due  to  the  care  and  vigi- 
lance  of  Government,  for  their  early  endeavours  to  prevent  of 
put  a  dop  to  thefe  dangerous  practices ;    to  pra6lices,  which^ 
if  you  believe  the  proclamation,    aim  kt  nothing  lefs  than  the 
juiA  of  the  conditution,  and  the  dedrudion  of  the  peace,  the 
happinefs,    and  profperity  of  the  kingdom.     I  (hall  do  that, 
which  the  proclamation  has  omitted.     Many  of  the  writings 
alluded  to  have  been, in  public  circulation  thefe  two  years; 
fome  of  them  much  lortger,  in  the  eye  of  Government,  und^r 
the  immediate  infpeSion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  therefore,  I  have  a  right  to  fay,  with  their  tacit  confentor 
acquiefcence — ^They  may  call  it,  if  they  pleafe,  a  bare  negtefk 
of  their  duty.     Such  negligence,   in  fuch  circumdances,  con- 
vifls  them  of  connivance^  and,  in  my  mind,  makes  them  par** 
ties  to  the  very  crimes,   whicb  they  now  denounce  for  the  firft 
time,  and  againd  which  they  would  now  excite  the  indignation 
of  Parliament.     The  particular  publication  mod  infiftcd  on  (I 
mean  Thomas  Paine^s  book)  has  been  publiflied  and  circulated 
with  uncommon  indudry  above  a  twelvemonth.  In  all  this  time. 

His  Majedy's  vigilant  Minidcrs  have  fufFered  the  poifon  to 
VoL-XXXIlf.  Z 
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fpread,  and  the  mifchiefto  take  root,  without  attention  to  their 
duty,  without  care  of  the  public  peace,  or  the  fmaUefl:  notice 
of  thefe  pernicious  writings,  which  were  conftantly  in  their 
view,  and  brought  before  their  eyes  every  day  in  the  newfpa- 
pers..  But  it  feems  that  thefe  wicked  and  feditious  publications 
have  been  difperfed  and  recommended  by  divers  other  writings. 
How  long  has  this  been  the  cafe  ?  We  all  know,  for  above 
two  years  at  lead  ;  and  that  this  has  been  done  not  only  by  in- 
dividuals, but  by  focieties  and  bodies  of  men  incorporated  for 
that  exprefs  purpofe,  with  the  entire  acquiefcence,  and,  as  far 
as  lilcncc  gives  confent,  with  the  confent  of  Government.  So 
much  for  the  merit  of  thefe  perfons,  who  come  to  us  for  an  ad- 
drefs  of  approbation.  But  the  whole  proclamation  is  of  a 
piece.  The  next  thing  they  do  is  to  aflert,  in  the  face  of  the 
nation,  a  grofs  and  fqandalous  falfehood ;  not  in  the  form  of  an 
aijiiertion  certainly ;  but,  in  fair  and  honourable  reafoning,  the 
direfl  refult  of  the  plained  and  moft  obvious  conftruflion. — 
The  Magiftrates  are  charged  and  commanded  to  make  diligent 
inquiry  in  order  to  difcover  the  authors  and  printers  of  thefe 
wicked  and  feditious  writings.  The  aflertion  implied  in  the 
command,  and  which  I  affirm  is  a  notorious  falfehood,  is, 
that  thefe  authors  and  printers  are  unknown  ;  that  they  have 
taken  care  to  conceal  themfelves,  and  that  they  can  only  be 
difcovered  by  a  diligent  inquiry  !  The  propofition,  on  the  face 
of  it,  is  an  infult  to  the  Houfe.  Can  they  point  out  a  (ingle 
publication,  among  all  the  writings  which  they  call  wicked 
and  feditious,  that  does  not  carry  in  its  title  page  the  name  of 
the  author,  the  printer^  and  the  publifher  ?  Are  not  the  rcfo- 
lutions  of  the  feveral  focieties  alluded  to  authenticated  by^the 
fignature  of  the  Chairmen  of  thofe  meetings  refpe£lively  ?  Is 
Mr.  Paine's  book  an  anonymous  publication  ?  Have  Sir 
Brooke  Boothby,  Dpftor  Prieftley,  Mr.  Rous,  or  Mr.  Mac- 
intoih  concealed  their  names  from  the  Public  ?  Who  are  to 
be  the  objeds  of  this  diligent  inquiry  ?  What  writings  do  you 
mean  ?  I  declare  I  know  of  none»  I  never  heard  of^^aay^  of 
which  the  authors,  far;  from  (hrinking  from  inquiry,  ifc<xiot . 
come  forward  to  face  and  provoke  it.  Since  I  have  beenac* 
quainted  with  political  difcuflions,  I  never  knew  a  period,  at 
which  anonymous  publications  were  lefs  in  ufe  than  atprefent^ 
at  which  aiUiiors  were  ever  fo  ready  to  put  their  names  to  their 
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works,  and  to  make  themrelvcs  perfonally  refponfible  for  what 
they  publi(hed.  It  is  the  literary  chara&er  of  the  time  we  live 
in,  and  gives  the  lie  direA  to  the  ridiculous  fuppofition  that  ^ 
diligent  inquiry  is  neceflary  to  detedt  any  of  the  perfQns,  who 
can,  by  any  poflibility,  be  the  obje£ts  of  the  proclamation.— 
The  conclufion  of  this  curious  performance  correfponds  with 
all  the  reft  of  it«  In  the  outfet,  if  their  premifes  be  true,  the 
King's  Minifters  in  eiFedl  acknowledge  their  guilt,  and  pro- 
nounce their  own  condemnation.  They  then  proceed  to  affirm 
a  grofs  and  palpable  falfehood  ;  and,  in  the  end,  the  Office 
theyaffign  to  alt  the  Magidrates  of  this  kingdom,  and  the  duty 
they  exatSl  from  them  is,  to  turn  fpies  and  informers  againft 
their  neighbours,  and  to  tranfmit  all  the  information  they  can 
pick  up  to  that  refpe£lable  Minifter,  the  Secretary  of  State.^^ 
Theie  are  the  principal  items,  of  which  this  monilrous  compo- 
fition  is  formed.  What  the  general  intention  of  it  may  be,  I 
know  not ;  but  I  am  fure,  that,  if  it  has  any  tStOc  at  all  on 
the  minds  of  the  people,  it  muft  be  to  excite  the  very  tumult 
and  diforder,  which  it  pretends  to  fupprefs,  and  to  raife  jea- 
loufies  and  difcontents,  where  none  exifted  before.  The  end 
that  may.  be  anfwered,  and  the  pretences  that  may  be  furnifbed 
by  that  fort  of  policy,  require  no  explanation. 

One  word  about  that  firange  thing,  that  novelty  unheard  of, 
called  reform^  and  I  have  done.  My  honourable  friend,  I 
know,  is  not  to  be  dilfuaded,  much  lefs  is  he  to  be  deterred 
from'  making  the  attempt.  The  trial  will  be  made,  and  then 
the  country  will  fee,  who  are,  and  who  are  not,  apoflates'from 
their  principles. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  the  pain  of  differing  with  many  of 
thofe  with  whom  he  had  the  pleafure  of  concurring  in  general, 
was  alleviated  by  the  confideration  that  their  difference  was  but 
on  a  fingle  point,  of  means,  not  ends,  rather  of  fpeculation 
than  of  pradice.  When  this  debate  was  at  an  end,  on  all 
other  topics,  to  his  own  great  happinefs,  and  the  ultimate  in- 
tereft  of  the  country,  they  ihouid  aA  as  cordially  together  as  if 
no  fuch  difference  had  ever  exided.  Agreeably  to  their  ideas 
of  the  fubjeAs  before  the  Houfe,  they  were  right  in  oppofing 
the  addrefs,  while  he  was  equally  right  in  approving  of  it.  It 
was  faid  that  Minifiers  had  been  too  late  in  profecuting  th6 
writings  "wluch  WCIC  coipplained  of  as  feditious*    Of  this  he 
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was  not  clear ;  but  furc  he  was  that  profecutions  would  come 
with  moje  efFed  after  the  declaration  of  the  Houfe>  that  they 
too  thought  them  feditious.  The  happinefs  of  the  country  al- 
ledgedy  as  a  fufficient  fecurity  a^ainft  ail  attempts  to  perfqado 
fhe  people  that  they  were  mifgoverned  and  oppreffcd>  w^s  mat- 
of  individual  feeling  and  obfervation,  on  which  diflferent  men 
would  entertain  different  fentiments ;  and  fiew  there  were  who 
thought  themfelves  as  happy  as  they  might  ne.  Certain  it  was 
that  difcontents  exifted,  and  were  incrcafing  i  and  confe- 
quently  on  this  fecurity  they  could  not  rely.  "  It. was  therefore 
Tieceflary  to  prevent  the  diflemi nation  of  poifonous  doftrine^  ; 
to  guard  againft  thofe  who,  while  they  talked  of  appealing  to 
rcafon,  appealed  only  to  the  reafon  of  the  very  loweft  clafs  of 
thofe  whofe  rcafoning  was  the  offspring  of  their  pailions — kU 
dom,  indeed,  of  fober  refle6tion.  Xhe  danger  would  be  more 
or  lefs  in  proportion  to  the  firmnefs  maintained  by  the  Houfe. 
It  v^ras  one  of  thofe  which  ceafed  to  be  formidable  when. boldly 
faced.  They  muft  work  out  the  falvation  of  the  cofintxy  with 
fear  and  trembling  in*deed,  but  they  muft  do  it  without  ihrink- 
ing.  The  proclamation  was,  in  his  opinion,  unexceptionable. 
It  contained  nothing  unufual ;  it  had  no  relation,  at  leaft  in 
form,  to  the  AfTociation  of  which  his  honourable  friends  formed 
a  part,  although  without  in  the  moft  dillant  degree  imputing 
tinworthy  motives  to  them,  he  did  think  that  the  AffociatioH 
encreafed  the  danger  which  the  proclamation  was  meant  to 
guard  againft.  The  demands  for  a  reform  in  the  reprefenta-* 
tion  were  not  of  a  nature  to  be  fatisfied  by  conceffiop,  as  thefe 
gcntlemeti  feemed  to.  imagine.  They  who  made  the  demand 
a6lually  told  them  fo.  They  would  fupport  perhaps  the  mo- 
derate reform,  which  was  the  ultimate  objedl  of  the  AfTocia- 
tion, and  when  that  was  obtained  would  they  ftop  ther«  ?  No> 
they  would  tell  the  Members  of  the  AfTociation,  **  So  far  you 
"  have  gone  with  us,  we  thank  you  for  your  affiftance  ;  the  * 
'^  reft  wc  will  do  without  you.'*  The  praftice  of  the  French 
conftitution,  it  was  faid,  was  more  powerful  to  deter,  than  the. 
theory  to  invite  to  innovation.  So  it  was,  perhaps,  for  the  laft 
fortnight ;  but  how  did  they  know  that  it  would  continue  fo  ? 
Befides,  to  argue  from  the  French  conftitution  was  arguing 
unfairly,  and  therefore  weakly,  for  it  was  not  to  be  fuppofed 
that,  where  fuch  changes  had  beei^  made,    the  country  could 


A.  i792»      '  DEBATES,  173 

yet  expeft  to  be  quiet:  He  concluded  with  declaring  that  he 
fbould  fupport  the  addrefs  as  feafonable,  and  that  he  thought 
the  amendment  unncceflary. 

Major  MAITLAND  thanked  the  gentlemen  who  had  fpo- 
ken  for  not  diftrufting  the  motives  of  the  fociety  of  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member.  But  they  had  a  better  teft — 
the  teft  of  what  they  had  pnbliflied,  from  which  he  defied  any 
man  to  cull  a  fmgle  expreffion  that  would  bear  an  interpreta^ 
tion  unfavourable  to  their  motives.  But  while  their  motives 
were  fpared,  their  judgement  was  diftrufted,  and  t|iey  were 
told  that  they  zRed  with  perfons  whofe  future  proceedings  they 
would  not  have  it  in  their  power  to  flop.  That  the  great  in- 
creafeof  the  national  debt  had  been  occafioned  by  \be  imper- 
feft  rcprcfentation  of  the  people  was  a  dodrine  maintained  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  at  a  time  when  there  were 
many  ferious  caufes  of  difcontent.  He  and  others  then  aflbci- 
ated,  and  petitions  were  prefented  for  a  reform.  When  the 
motion  to  that  efFeft  was  rejefted,  and  that  too,  in  the  hour  of 
diftrefs,  what  was  the  confequence  ?  When  perfons  of  influ- 
ence and  character  withdrew  from  the  aflTociations,  the  people 
were  quiet,  and  the  aflbciations  diflblved.  They  had  therefore 
experience  to  (hew,  that  thofe  who  demanded  a  reform,  would 
be  regulated  by  men  of  confequence  and  character,  and  that 
they  wouldbe  fatisiied  with  conceffion,  fince  they  had  acquiefced 
even  in  difappointment.  They  who  drew  up  the  proclamation 
had  given  no  definition  of  what  they  meant  by  the  words  fedi- 
tious  writings,  nor  at  what  they  pointed.  Feeling  that  they 
Jiad  apoftatized  from  their  former  principles,  as  a  man  of  ho- 
nour he  believed  that  it  was  their  intention  to  blend  the  do£trine 
of  reform  with  fedition,  and  to  include  both  in  one  general 
odium.  Submidion  to  the  laws  was  recommended.  Had  not 
this  fubmiilion  been  praflifed  ?  Confidence  in  Parliament  was 
another  branch  of  the  fentence.  In  Parliament  the  people 
would  always  confide  in  proportion  to  the  wifdom  and  inte- 
grity of  its  meafures.  To  their  want  of  confidence  in  Parlia- 
m6nt  the  country  owed  much  on  a  very  recent  occafion.  When 
Parliament  chofe  to  confide  in  the  Minifter,  the  people  refufed 
to  confide  in  Parliament,  and  put  a  flop  to  the  intended  Ruf- 
fian war,  which  the  majority  of  Parliament  thought  fit  to  fane* 
tion.     The  tendency  of  the  proclamation  was  to  divide  maa 
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from  man,  and  family  from  family,  Perfecution  had  been  al- 
ways preceded  by  a  cry  that  the  Church  was  in  danger,  and 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  fay  that  the  conflitutlonaad 
the  liberties  of  the  country  were  in  danger,  they  ought  to  be- 
ware of  affording  a  handle  for  a  political,  perhaps  as  dangerous 
as  3  religious  perfecution. 

Mr.^T.  GRENVILLE  faid,  the  fubjea  confined  itfcif  to 
two  points,  firft,  whether  there  did  appear  to  the  Houfe  dan- 
ger and  alarm  ;  and  fecond^  if  fo,  whether  the  proclamation 
be  a  fit  mcafurc  to  prpvent  the  one,  and  quiet  the  other  ?  He 
was  fatisfied  that  there  was  ground  for  alarm  and  apprehen- 
fion.  He  decbredj  it  was  impoflible  for  any  gentleman  to 
partake  M  that  enthuftallic .  admiration  for  the  conflitution^ 
which  it  was.  ufual  to  profefs,  and  which  he  averred,  he  deeply 
fek,  without  being  alaimed.  He  reafoned  on  the  conduct  of  the 
various  focieties,  who  had  circulated  extratfls^  from  Mr.  Paine 's 
pamphlet,  and  aiked,  what  had  been  their  objed,  but  to  excite 
diicontents  among  the  military  of  the  country,  to  put  an  end  to 
ail  difcipline  and  order,  and  to  make  them  think  all  ~puni(h- 
ment  oppr^flive.  ^Vith  regard  to  the  queftion  of  his  honour- 
able friend,'  how  could  they  agree  to  a  proclamation,  which 
tended  to  eftaWilh  a  fyftem  of  fpies,  an  Efpimnage  de  Police,  4 
fyiiem  fo  abhorrent  to  Engliflimen  ?  Upon  reference  to  former 
proclamations,  efpecially  in  the  reigns  of  Queen  Anne  and 
George  the  firfl:,  he  had  found  the  prefent  proclamation  did 
not  contain  doflrines  more  revolting  than  thofe  contained  in 
the  proclamations  of  former  times.  They  were  fix,  he  faid,  in 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne.  Could  it  be  fuppofed  to  be  a  viola* 
tion  of  the  conftitution  of  this  country  1  that  becaufe  a  gentle* 
man  was  a  Secretary  of  State,  he  w^s  to  have  eyes  that  could 
pervade  every  part  of  the  kingdom,  and  that  he  could  fee  every 
where  at  once  ?  To  that  queftion  he  could  give  no  anfwer.— 
But  this  he  could  fay,  That  it  was  at  all  times  the  duty  of 
the  Magiftratcs  to  do  what  the  prefent  proclamation  direded  ; 
the  identical  fubdance  of  the  lad  paragraph  was  in  all  the  pro- 
clamations in  the  periods  to  which  he  had  alluded.  Dr.  Sa-» 
cheverel  when  tried,  one  of  the  articles  of  his  impeachment 
was,  that  he  had  preached  his  fermon  in  defiance  of  Her  Ma* 
jefty  the  Queen's  proclamation,  againft  feditious  writings.—* 
He  ended  with  declaring  he  ihould  vote  for  the  addrefs» 
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Mr.  ROLLE  faid,  he  approved  of  the  proclainatlon,  and 
alfoof  the  addrefs  that  had  been  originally  moved*  Mr.  Paine's 
lioArines  were  fo  extravagant,  that  he  had  imagined  they  would 
not  have  been  attended  to  by  any  man  in  his  (cuCcs  ;  but  virhea 
it  was  found  that  they  had  impofed  on  large  bodies  of  men,  who 
had  adopted  his  principles,  it  became  a  matter  of  ferious  alarm 
and  appreltenfion.  It  was  alfo  to  be  remembered,  that  there 
were  French  agents  at  work  in  the  kingdom,  with  a  view  ta 
miflead  the  weak  minded,  and  (llr  up  rc;dit4on  in  the  Country. 
Mr.  Rolle  faid,  there  had  been  a  native  of  France  ia  the  coua* 
ty.  which  he  had  the  honour  to  reprefent,  who  was  bulilj  eoH 
ployed  in  provoking  the  people  to  make  a  commotion,  and 
throw  off  all  fubordination  and  obedience  to  the  exifting  Go* 
vemmcnt.  This  man  did  not  go  into  large  towns,  btu  went 
into  the  internal  parts  of  the  country,  and  faid  to  the  people, 
*'  you  fee  how  happy  wcare  in  France,  we  pay  no  taxes  ;  and 
*•  if  you  would  follow  our  example,  you  would  pay  no  taxes 
**  likewife."  As  foon  as  the  Magiftrates  heard  of  this  man, 
fearch  was  made  after  him;  but  the  moment  he  heard  of  their 
|>urruit  of  him,  -  he  fled  to  his  own  country.  There  had  alfo 
been,  as  he  had  heard,  a  French  Bifhop  at  Birmingham,  em- 
ployed in  milleading  the  manufaflurers  of  that  town.  Thele 
things,  he  thought,  called  for  the  attention  of  Government, 
and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  they  had  ilfued  the  proclamation 
then  the  fubjeS  of  debate.  Mr.  Rolle  remarked,  that  the  city 
of  London  had  that  day  unanimoufly  voted  an  addrefs  to  His 
Majefty  on  the  fubjeil  of  the  proclamation. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  began  with  declaring  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  addrefs  and  the  proclamation  had  been 
debated,  and  the  very  powerful  arguments  which  they  had 
heard  from  gentlemen  On  all  fides  of  the  Houfe  had  afforded  him 
|he  higheft  fatisfa&ion,  a  fatisfadion  not  a  little  increafed  from 
the  recoIle£lion  that  it  would  prevent  the  neceffity  of  his  going 
fo  much  at  large  into  the  fubje6l  as  he  otherwife  (hould  have 
thought  it  his  duty  to  do.  He  would  therefore  confine  himfelf 
merely  to  fuch  topics  as  either  had  not  been  noticed,  or  to 
which  ;t  might  be  expeAed  that  fomething  (hould  be  faid  on 
the  part  of  the  executive  Government.  He  would  begin  with 
oblcrving  upon  two  queftions,  that  had  been  infifted  on,  as 
Ipou^ds  of  accuiation  a^nft  His  Msye(^'s  fervimtSj  of  a  quitt 
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diflferent  nature  4  the  one  the  want  of  attention  manifefted  by 
them  in  not  having  noticed  the  publications  of  Mr.  Paine;  the 
other,  the  taking  notice  of  thofe  publications  in  the  proclama* 
lion,  and  by  that  meahs  giving  them  an  importance  which  they 
did  not  poflTefs.  Thefe  charges  were  of  a  ,  quite  oppofite  na- 
ture ;  from  both,  however,  he  trufted  he  fhould  be  able  to  ex- 
culpate the  executive  Government,  but  efpecially  from  the 
firft.  It  had  been  faid  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  that  Mr. 
Paine's  book  had  been  publiflied  eighteen  months,  and  he  was 
ready  to  :^lnit,  that  the  fack  was  founded*  He  was  one  of 
thofe  who  thought  that  when  the  law  of  the  land  was  offended 
againft,  the  bed  way  was  to  leave  it  to  the  law  of  the  land  to 
apply  the  proper  remedy*  But  upon  fuch  f)ublications  as  Mr. 
Paine's,  gentlemen  well  knew,  that  there  were  differences  of 
opinion  what  was  the  mrfft  wife  and  prudent  way  to  aft,  whe- 
ther to  profecute  them  ferioufly  or  not.  For  his  part,  he  held 
it  to  a  better  meafure,  to  let  them  in  general  die  away  in  their 
own  oblivion*  The  firft  pamphlet  of  Mr.  Paine,  was  fo  wild, 
extravagant,  and  vifionary,  that  it  was  rather  matter  of  ado* 
nifliment  that  there  (hould  exift  a  man  capable  of  entertaining 
Gich  opinions,  and  bold  enough  to  publifh  them,  than  any 
thing  elfd*  Gentlemen  would  recoUeft,  that  it  was  from  his 
lad  publication,  that  the  principles  had  been  drawn,  which 
had  been  adopted  by  different  bodies  of  men,  and  inculcated  in 
a  variety  of  fliapes  throughout  the  kingdom.  That  pamphlet, 
he  ohfcrved,  was  publiflied  only  in  February  lad,  and  the  ex- 
trafts  had  chiefly  been  made  and  circulated  in  the  months  of 
March,  April,  and  May.  And  he  believed  it  was  known  that 
the  printer  and  publlflier  was  under  a  profecution  for  it.  An 
honoAirable  gentleman,  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  had  faid, 
he  wiftied  the  author  rather  than  the  printer  was  made  the  ob- 
je£t  of  the  profocution  ;  but  how,  he  afked,  was  he  to  find  out 
tlie  author?  Though  he  faw  in  the  title-page  the  words 
'^  Thomas  Paine,'*  he  did  not  from  thence  conclude  that  he  was 
the  auj.hor,  or  know  how  many  perfons  might  conceal  them- 
It- Ives  under  the  (heltcr  of  the  name  of  Thomas  Paine.  Per- 
haps fonje  of  the  gentlemen  on^the  other  fide  might  know  who 
was  the  author,  and  if  fo,  though  he  was  not  in  the  habits  of 
afting  with  them,  he  would  thank  any  gentleman  if  he  woiild 
point  him  out  to  him,  and  in  fo  doing  he  was  perfoadedi  tb&j 
4 
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would  zGt  a  much  more  honourable  pan  tnan  that  of  turning 

fpiespr  informers.     In  the  mean  time,   however,  he  aflbred 

the  Houfe,    that  fp  foon  as  the  principles  of  Mr.  Paine's  laft 

book  appeared  to  be  adopted  by  the  fociety  at  Manchefter  and 

by  other  focieties^  a  profecution  w^s  inftituted  againft  all  thofe 

publications,  and  means  were  taken  to  apply  to  them  fuch  re* 

medy  as  the  laws  of  the  l^md  afforded.     He  had  in  his  hand  the 

rcfolutions  of  the  Society  at  Sheffield,  which  he  had  received  by 

the  poft  of  that  day,  and  from  reading  one  of  the  refolutions^ 

the  Houfe  would  fee  to  what  ap  extent  they  carried  Mr.  Paine's 

principles.     He  read  it  accordingly,  and  faid,  that  after  fuch  a 

refolution  had  been  voted  and  giycn  to  the  world,  he  hoped  he 

was  not  to  be  told  that  there  was  no  ground  for  alarm  and  ap- 

prehenflon,  nor  any  fufficient  caufe  for  the  proclamation,  when 

great  bodies  of  men^  10    laxge  manufafhiring  towns,  adopted 

and  circulated  do£lrines  fo  perniciou^  in  their  tendency,  and 

fo  fubvcrfi ve  of  the  conditution  ai)d  government  of  the  coun* 

try.     He,  indeed,  lamented  the   lots  of  unanimity  on  fuch  a 

^ueilion,  but  he  confefied  that  want  of  pnanimlty  was,  in  a 

great  degree,  compenfated  by  no  one  gentleman  having  ftood 

up  and  countenanced  the  principles  Aated  by  Mr.  Paine.     Hp 

took  notice  of  the  feveral  Aflbciations  and  Societies,  and  ob* 

ferved,  that  one  gentletpan  had  faid  he  belonged  to  all  of  them^ 

and  that  he  was  p^oud  of  it,  although  he  feldom  frequented 

feme  which  he  had  belonged  to  wh<;n  he  was  a  young  man. — r 

That  honourable  gentleman  muft,  however,  give  him  leave  10 

tell  him,  that  he  was  anfwerable  for  what  thofe  Societies  did^ 

as  long  as  he  fuiFered  his  name  to  remain  on  their  books.     He 

obferved,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  placed  himfelf  in  ra« 

thcr  a  ridiculous  predicament,  by  belonging  to  all   the  meet* 

ings.    The  New  Affociation  had  no  fooncr  been  framed,  than 

it  entered  into  a   paper  war  with  the  Conftitutional  Society  ; 

fo  that  the  honourable  gentleman,  as  a  member  of  the  Conlti- 

tutional  Society,  might  write  to  himfelf  as  a  member  of  the 

New  Affociation,  and  in  the  lattef  capacity  he  might  anfwer 

himfelf  as  a  member  of  the  Conftitutional  Meeting.     With 

regard  to  there  being  any  thing  in  the  idea,  that  the  profecu- 

tions  had  been  fet  on  foot  in  confequence  of  the  New  Affociation, 

he  did  affure  gentlemen  that  dircftions  were  given  to  the  law 

officers  of  the  Crown  to  profccwtc  the  pamphlet,  lon^  bcfijrc 
Vox.  XXXIIL  A  a 
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the  Aflbciation  had  jp«pii  formed.  Having  faid  this,  he  defired 
to  be  allowed  to  fpeak  of  the  proclamation  itfelf,  and  he  con- 
fefled  it  was  difficult  to  fpeak  to  the  various  objeSions  that  had 
been  made  to  it.  But  when  he  found  that  fome  gentlemen  on 
the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  of  high  charaders,  great  abilities, 
and  great  confideration  in  the  country,  had  declared  their  ap- 
probation of  the  proclamation,  and  had  given  their  opinions  de- 
cidedly for  the  addrefs,  he  did  think  that  HisMajefty's  fervants 
might  have  been  freed  from  thofe  imputations.  If  the  honour- 
able gentleman  who  moved  the  amendment  would  haye  given 
liimfelf  the  trouble  to  have  alked  his  friends,  he  would  have 
been  able  to  afcertain  whether  there  was  any  infidious  objeft 
in  the  intention  of  Government  on  the  prefent  occafion.  The 
objeSions  taken  by  that  honourable  gentleman's  friends  were 
firft  made  when  the  honourable  gentleman  had  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  propofe  a  motion  for  the  reform  of  the  repre- 
fentation  in  Parliament,  and  could  the  honourable  gentleman 
fay,  that  his  giving  fuch  notice  proceeded  from  any  infidious 
condudl  on  their  part  ?  He  declared  he  felt,  and  almoft  any 
man  muft  feel,  that  to  be  the  happieft  and  moft  fortunate  hour 
of  his  life,  fince  it  proved,  however  they  might  fquabble  about 
who  was  to  fit  at  the  helm  of  the  (hip,  and  guide  the  veffel, 
yet  there  was  a  general  concurrence  in  keeping  the  veffel  toge- 
ther, and  bringing  her  fafe  into  port.  §ince  the  proclamation 
had  been  iffued.  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  and  many  refpedlable 
Members  for  counties,  were  of  opinion,  that  they  were  called 
upon  to  take  notice  of  writings  tending  to  inflame  the  minds  of 
the  Public,  and  to  incite  them  to  deftroy  the  firft  principled  of 
the  conftitution  ^  and  he  truftedhe  (hould  be  able  tojuftify  not 
only  the  motive,  but  the  very  principle  itfelf,  of  the  meafure. 
With  regard  to  the  affociation  entered  into  avowedly  for  the 
purpofe  of  obtaining  a  parliamentary  reform,  if  gentlemen 
wifhed  to  know  his  fentiments  refpe6ling  it,  he  had  no  hefi- 
tation  to  declare,  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  could  do  no  good 
whatever,  but  it  might  do  much  mifchief.  His  right  honour- 
able friend  had  been  accufed  of  having  been  guilty  oi  apoftacy, 
and  of  having  defertqd  his  principles  ;  but  it  was  eafy  to  prove 
that  he  had  not  done  fo.  As  they  all  knew,  that  at  the  latter 
end  of  the  American  war,  (which  was,  in  the  beginning,  the 
favourite  of  the  people,  though,  from  its  ill  fuccefs,  by  degrees 
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it  became  unpopular)  the  idea  of  a  clamour  firft  began  for  a 
parliamentary  reform,  and  it  came  from  fuch  a  variety  of  quar- 
ters, that  he  was  one  of  thofe,  who  thinking  it  was  the  general 
opinion  of  the  people,    was  a  good  deal   daggered  upon  the 
fubjeft.     His  right  honourable  friend  was  then  very  young  ;  he 
was  engaged  in  no  party,    nor  pledged  to  any  opinions.     He 
had  been  extremely  fanguine  on  the  fubje£l,  and  had  propofed 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  ftate  of- the  reprefentation  of 
the  people  in  Parliament,  a  motion  which  he  had  then  ftrenu- 
oufly  oppofed,  becaufe,  as  it  contained  no  fpecific  propofition^ 
he  confidered  it  as  opening  a  (hop  for  every  fort  of  grievance. 
On  that  ground  he  took  a  warm  part  in  oppofition  to  it,  and  the 
queftion  was  loft,    though  by  no  great  majority.     The  next 
feffion  his  right  honourable  friend  had  brought  forward  a  fpeci- 
fic  propofition,  and  had  taken  pains  to  guard  his  motion  from 
the  objc<^lons  that  laid  againft  his  iirft  proportion.     That  mo- 
tion however  was  loft  by  a  much  greater  majority.     The  peo- 
ple notwithftanding  were  calm  and  contented,    and  they  had 
heard  no  more  of  parliamentary  reform  from  that  time  to  the 
prefent,   excepting  only  from  a  right  honourable  gentleman 
from  a  neigbouring  country,  now  no  more,  who  had  brought 
forward  a  propofition  on  the  fubjeS,  which  he  had  opened 
with  great  ingenuity  and  great  ability,  but  like  the  former  mo- 
tions it  was  loft.    At  prefent  the  queftion  had  been  revived  in 
confequence  of  a  perfon's  happening  at  a  tavern  meeting,  in  a 
fpeech  made  up  of  different  irrelative  fubjeds,  to  introduce  the 
words  "  parliamentary  reform."     His  right  honourable  friend 
clearly  faw,  that  this  was  not  the  time  for  a  wife  and  prudent 
man  to  agitate  the  queftion  of  parliamentary  reform,  when  he 
knew  that  the  minds  of  the  people  were  prepared  to  receive  every 
propofition  that  could  be  fuggefted  ;  fuch  was  the  fimple  ftate 
of  the  fa£l,  and  he  thought  his  right  honourable  friend  aSed 
wifely  and  well  by  his  forbearance,    and  he  rejoiced  that  the 
Public  would  have  to  decide  between  his  right  honourable  friend, 
and  thofe  who  wifti  to  revive  the  dlfcuffion  of  the  queftion  of 
parliamentary  reform.     The  Public  would  decide  which  a£ied 
like  the  beft  citizen  or  the  moft  honeft  man,  the  gentlemen  of 
the  New  Aflbciation,  or  his  right  honourable  friend,  who  by 
the  proclamation  had  fet  up  a  ftandard  to  which  all  moderate 

men  might  flock,  and  thus  feparate  from  the  fons  of  feditioa 
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and  anarchy.  Mr.  Dandas  faid,  he  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
gentlemen  had  declared  that  they  would  defift  from  their 
purpofe,  the  moment  they  difcovered  that  the  fenfe  of  the 
people  was  againft  them ;  that  this  was  the  mod  prudent  de- 
termination, fmce  the  word  thing  that  could  happen  to  them 
and  to  the  country,  would  be  for  them  to  perfevere  againft 
the  fenfe  of  the  people.  He  concluded,  with  declaring  his 
dbjeftions  to  the  amendment,  and  his  hope  that  the  Houfe 
would  deem  what  he  had  fubmitted  to  their  confideration  as 
A  fatisfaftory  explanation  of  every  point  which  he  had  been 
called  upon  to  explain. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  it  wars  with  extreme  relua- 
stnce  that  he  rofe  upon  the  prefent  occafion,  but  he  aflured 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  when  he  firft  faw  the 
proclamation,  that  he  did  conceive  that  it  was  indiredtly  in- 
tended to  be  levelled  at  theft  aflbciation,  nor  had  he  yet 
heard  any  thing  to  make  him  alter  that  opinion.  The  right 
honourable  gentleman,  being  one  of  His  Majefty's  Minif- 
ters,  and  pofTefling  confiderable  abilities,  had  rifen  for  the 
exprefs  purpofe  of  vindicating  his  right  honourable  friend 
and  himfelf ;  but  he  confefTed  that  he  was  not  at  all  better 
informed  as  to  the  reafons  of  ifluing  the  proclamation  that 
laid  on  their  table,  than  he  was,  when  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  firft  rofe.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
attempted  to  take  off"  fome  of  the  imprefBon  of  the  argu- 
ment urged  by  his  honourable  friend,  who  with  great  forcer 
and  ability^  had  proved,  that  the  proclamation  was  a  mea- 
fure  adopted  with  an  infidious  intent  to  break  off  friendship 
and  promote  difunion  j  but  what  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  faid,  had  failed  of  its  purpofe.  With  regard  to 
the  proclamation,  it  had  been  totally  impoffibk  for  him  to 
disjoin  the  objeft  of  it  from  the  Aflbciation  to  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  belong.  He  ftill  thought  it  was  iflued  fot 
that  particular  reafon  and  that  had  there  been  no  Aflbcia- 
tion, there  would  have  been  no  proelaination.  They  how- 
ever, as  an  Aflbciation,  had  done  nothing  illegal,  nothing 
tinconftitutional.  As  a  body  they  had  done  that  which  in- 
dividually his  honourable  friends  and  he  had  done  ever  fince^ 
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he  had  a  feat  in  that  Houfe;  they  had  endeavoured  to  pre- 
ferve  the  conftitution  by  bringing  about  a  moderate  reform 
in  refpedt  to  parliamentary  reprefentation..  By  gaining  a 
parliamentary  reform,  they  fhouid  put  an  end  to  the  abufes 
which  exifted,  and  take  away  the  plank  on  whicli  thofe, 
who  might  have  feditious  intentions,  might  otherwifemake 
a  fland*  He  read  an  extra£l  from  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
letter  to  Mr.  Sharman,  and  faid^  that  fuch  dodlrine?  were 
more  fubverfive  of  the  conditution  than  any  thing  the  new 
Aflbciation  dreamt  of.  He  took  notice  of  what  Mr.  Rollc 
had  faid,  relative  to  a  French  Envoy,  and  declared  it  was  a 
good  compliment  to  his  own  aUcrity,  but  it  did  not  prove 
that  the  proclamation  was  neceflary.  He  referred  to  Mr, 
Chancellor  Pitt's  fpeech  when  he  laft  fupported  a  queftion 
on  the  fubjeft  of  reform,  when  that  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  ftated  to  the  Houfe,  that  they  all  knew  that 
there  were  various  rotten  boroughs;  that  feveral  gentlemen 
reprefented  themfelves  ;  that  there  were  others  who  repre- 
fented  noble  Lords,  and  that  even  the  Nabob  of  Arcot  had 
Members  in  that  Houfe.  He  concluded  with  declaring  that 
he  fliould  vote  for  his  honourable  friend's  amendment,  and 
repeated  that  he  wifhed  only  for  a  timely  and  a  temperate 
reform. 

Mr.  POWYS  faid,  he  certainly  had  a  ftrong  defire  to 
ftate  to  the  Houfe  the  grounds  on  which  he  fupported  the 
addrefs  as  originally  moved  by  the  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman.  He  mentioned  the  numerous  publications  which 
had  exifled,  did  ftill  exifl,  and  were  daily  publifhed,  even 
though  a  profecution  had  been  inftituted,  and  faid,  he 
thought  the  country  was  called  npon  to  declare  its  fenti- 
ments  di{lin£lly  and  clearly,  and  to  do  no  more  than  their 
oath  of  allegiance  required  them  to  do.  A  fpirit,  he  (iiid, 
had  gone  forth  which  was  not  only  dangerous,  but  a  lying 
fpirit,  fince,  while  they  all  felt  the  utmoft  happinefs  under 
the  conftitution  as  it  was,  it  taught  the  people  to  imagine 
that  they  were  unhappy  and  opprefled.  Let  him  alk  the 
gentlemen  of  the  Aflbciation,  if  they  did  not,  in  fome  de- 
gree, countenance  thofe  principles  ?     [A  cry  of  No!  No !} 
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Mr.  Powys  defired  to  explain  himfelf.  The  Affociation 
ilated,  that  their  ohjedl  was  a  parliamentary  reform,  which 
made  one  of  the  ohjefls  of  thofe  who  are  feditious,  and  wifh 
for  nothing  lefs  than  to  undermine  and  fuhvert  the  confti- 
tution.  In  that  fituation  of  the  country,  what  was  the 
duty  of  a  good  citizen  ?  It  was  that  which  the  proclama- 
tion diredted.  The  gentlemen  of  the  Affociation  called 
upon  the  people  to  afk  for  that  which  they  did  not  think 
neceflary.  For  himfelf  he  was  ready  to  flate  that  the  prefent 
reprefentation  of  the  people  was,  that  which  the  country 
wiihed,  and  if  they  went  farther,  they  would  not  fupport, 
but  wanted  to  overawe  the  Legiflature ;  for  thefe  reafons  he 
Ihould  give  his  vote  for  the  addrefs. 

Mr.  PULTENEY  approved  very  much  of  the  procla- 
mation, and  the  addrefs  moved  hy  thehonourableand  learn- 
ed  gentleman  over  the  way.  Confiderable  alterations  had 
been  made  in  the  conAitution  of  late  years,  fince  the  Crown 
had  been  curtailed  of  thofe  powers  that  interfered  with  the 
rights  of  eledlion.  The  voice  of  the  people  had  great 
weight,  and  was  known  to  be  fully  given  through  their  re-  , 
prefentatives  on  every  great  occafion;  which  proved  that 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  condituted  as  it  was,  was  a  fit 
organ  to  fpeak  the  voice  of  the  people.  He  mentioned  the 
cledlion  of  1784,  when  the  people  fpoke  their  fenfe  of  the 
corjduft  of  their  reprefentatives,  very  forcibly.  He  declar- 
ed he  would  not  detain  the  Houfe,  but  fhoiild  vote  for  the 
addrefs. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  rofe  to  fay  a  very  few  words  on  the 
queftion,  and  in  the  firft  place  to  take  notice  of  Mr.  Dun- 
das's  declaration,  that  the  gentlemen  of  the  New  Affocia- 
tion had  pledged  themfelves  to  diffolve  their  Affociation,  if 
they  found  the  fenfe  of  the  people  was  againft  their  obje6t. 
They  had  not  done  any  fuch  thing.  They  had  declared, 
that  if  they  found  the  fenfe  of  the  people  was  againft  them^ 
they  muft  fubmit,  and  that  they  would  ufe  no  illegal  or  un- 
conftitutional  powefrs,  but  would  ftill  continue  to  affociate 
a«  a  body.  He  ftill  believed  that  the  proclamation  was  le- 
veiled  at  them,   notwithftanding  Mr.  Dundas  had  faid,  he 
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entertained  an  idea  of  a  proclamation  before  the  ACbciation 
took  place.  The  proclamation,  he  faid,  would  be  mifcon- 
ftruedy  and  the  motives  of  the  Aflbciaiion  traduced.  Th« 
right  honourable  gentleman,  he  obferved,  had  faid,  that 
applying  the  word  efpionnage  to  the  latter  pa  *  of  the  procla- 
mation, was  putting  a  bad  word  to  a  good  a£lion.  He  was 
not  furprifed  to  hear  that,  iince  the  other  night  he  had  heard 
a  right  honourable  gentleman  then  in  his  eye,  call  theBaf- 
tile  one  of  the  King's  fortrefles.  An  honourable  gentleman 
had  faid,  look  at  the  Atuation  of  France.  He  indeed  la- 
lamented  the  calamities  of  that  country,  but  he  did  not  fee 
how  it  applied  to  remedying  abufes  at  home,  and  why  it 
was  to  be  held  out  in  ierrorem.  He  declared,  he  reprobated 
the  idea  of  governing  men  by  their  fears.  It  was,  he  faid, 
a  bad  fyftem,  and  ufed  in  the  worft  of  times  by  the  worft 
of  men  ;  he  had  hoped,  therefore,  that  it  lay  buried  in  the 
family  vault  of  the  Stuarts.  He  had  received  a  letter  from 
Gatefhead,  concerning  fome  refolutions  of  a  ftrange  com- 
plexion. One  of  them  ftated,  "  that  it  is  illegal  and  un- 
"  conftitutional  to  agitate  and  difcufs  a  parliamentary  re- 
"  form  out  of  the  Houfe."  This  he  could  not  fee  how  they 
could  make  out.  They  had  lately  agitated  and  difcufled  the 
queftion  of  the  abolition  of  the  Have  trade,  and  fent  a,  peti- 
tion up  to  the  Houfe  upon  the  fubjedl.  He  concluded  with 
reading  an  extraft  on  the  fubjed  of  reform  from  .\'r.  Burke*$ 
writings. 

Mr.  ALDERMAN  CURTIS  faid,  he  wiflied  every  ho- 
neft  man  to  give  his  opinion  on  (b  imjjtortaiit  a  fubje£l.  He 
declared  he  fhould  vote  for  the  addrefs. 

Mr.  MITFORD  defired  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe,  to  a  word  that  had  fallen  from  an  honourable  gen- 
tleman who  had  fpoken  laft  but  one,  for  whom  he  enter- 
tained a  very  fincerc  refpedl.  The  honourable  gentleman 
had  faid,  that  the  New  Aflbciation  would  continue  to  aflb- 
ciate,  even  after  they. fhould  find  that  the  fenfe  of  the  peo- 
ple was  againft  a  parliamentary  reform.  Mr.  Mitford  alked, 
whether  the  honourable  gentleman  was  aware,  that  to  aflb- 
ciate  for  the  purpofe  of  enforcing  a  meafure,  contrary  tothe 
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cxprefs  fenfe  of  the  people,  was  not  legal  ?  He  conceived, 
that  it  never  could  be  law  in  any  country,  for  any  fet  of 
men  to  enter  into  a  conspiracy  of  that  fort,  and  aflbciate  for 
fuch  a  purpofe.  ^ 

Mr.  LAMBTON  faid,  though  the. honourable  an(i 
learned  gentleman  had  warned  him  of  the  danger  of  the 
ground  on  which  he  flood,  yet  he  confeffed  that  he  had  not 
excited  his  fears.  He  reminded  the  Houfe  that  he  had  guard- 
edly cxprefled  himfelf  and  faid,  "  if  they  found  the  fenfe 
*«  of  the  people  ngainft  them  they  muft  fuhmit,  as  they 
"  would  not  refort  to  any  illegal  or  unconftitutional  mea- 
«  fures." 

Colonel  MACLEOD  faid,  when  the  queftion  fhould 
next  feflion  come  under  con fi deration,  he  believed  he  /Iiould 
be  able  to  ftate  to  the  Houfe  the  evils  that  exifted  in  the  re- 
prefentatlon  of  that  part  of  the  kingdom  that  became  from, 
where  the  people  not  only  did  not  vote  for  their  reprefcn- 
tatives,  but  in  fail  there  was  no  reprefentation  at  alK 

The  SPEAKER  fubmitted  it  to  the  honourable  Member, 
whether  what  he  was  faying  had  any  connedlion  with  the 
queftion  before  the  Houfe? 

Mr.  BAKER  rofe  to  explain  the  nature  of  the  Affocia- 
tion,  the  objeft  they  had  propofed  to  endeavour  to  efRft, 
and  the  limits  they  had  fet  themfelves.  This  Mr.  Baker 
did  by  reading  the  printed  advertifement  of  the  Aflbciation 
which  he  had  figned  ;  and  declared  that  he  had  ever  held 
language  diametrically  oppofite  to  fuch  principles  as  had  in 
thecourfe  of  the  debate  been  imputed  to  the  Aflbciation.  He 
faid,  he  had  always  reprobated  fuch  doftrines. 

Mr.  POWYS  faid  a  few  words  in  explanation. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  defired  the  indulgence 
of  the  Houfe  while  he  faid  a  few  words.  He  began  with  de- 
claring that  what  he  had  heard  in  the  courfe  of  debate,  from 
men  of  the  flrft  weight  and  confideration  in  the  country, 
had  confiderably  quieted  the  alarms  and  apprehenfion  that 
had  filled  his  mind  when  he  entered  the  Houfe.  But  what 
he  was  particularly  anxious  to  fay  a  few  words  upon  was, 
in  anfwer  to  what  had  been  faid  by  an  honourable  gentle-^ 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  185 

man  under  the  gallery,  relative  to  the  Magiftrates  alluded 
to  in  the  latter  part  of  the  proclamation  being  converted 
into  fpjes  and  informers.  Nothing  could  be  more  erroneous 
than  any  fuch  opinion,  and  he  fhould  have  been  extremely 
fory  if  fach  an  idea  had  obtained,  as  the  moft  diiagreeable 
burdhen  was  borne  by  thofe  to  whom  they  were  all  fo  much 
obliged,  and  as  fuch  a  reflection  or  imputation  might  tend 
to  flacken  their  endeavours  to  ferve  the  Public.  There  wasf 
no  fuch  ignominious  duty  impofed  on  them;  that  part  of 
the  proclamation  only  reminded  them  of  that  part  of  theit 
duty,  which  th^y  were  bound  at  all  times  to  perform.  As 
to  the  tranfmitting  the  names  and  defcriptions  of  people  to 
the  Secretaries  of  State,  how  was  it  to  be  known  whp 
were  fit  objedls  of  profecution,  unlefs  notice  be  given  to 
the  officers  of  Government  ?  His  duty  when  the  cafes  were 
fubmitted  to  him,  was  merely  to  fay,  *^  this  will,  or  will 
"  not,  bear  a  profecution."  With  regard  to  not  profecut- 
ing  the  firft  pamphlet,  reafons  had  been  affigned  why  it  was 
not  thought  right  to  profecute  that,  and  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament  he  had  a  right  to  fay,  that  he  did  think  it  gave 
a  degree  of  confequence  to  a  publication,  too  abfurd  to  re- 
quire an  anfwer,  to  make  it  the  objedt  of  a  ferious  profecu-* 
tion.  Finding  that  no  notice  was  taken  of  the  firft,  a  fe- 
cond  pamphlet  appeared  ;  and  in  that  the  wild  and  vifionary 
principles  of  the  author  were  carried  ftill  farther,  and  con* 
trary  to  his  expedlation,  had  made  an  impreflion  on  tho 
minds  of  the  Public.  Much  pains  had  in  confequence  beea 
t^ken  to  circulate  them  ;  and  even  childrei^  had  fcraps  in 
the  form  of  the  extra<3s,  put  into  their  hands.  The  ho- 
nourable and  learned  gentleman  over  the  way  had  afked 
why  the  author  was  not  profecuted.  Who  was  the  author? 
He  faw  the  words  "  Thomas  Paine,**  upon  the  title,  but 
that,  gentlemen  well  knew,  was  no  legal  evidence  that  he 
was  the  author,  nor  would  it  be  received  as  fuch.  They 
well  knew,  it  muft  be  evidence  much  more  precife,  that 
could  eft^blifh  the  neceffary  and  indifpenfable  proof  the  faft. 
Thomas  Paine  was  a  common  name,  and  it  might  be  afked, 

hoar  did  they  know  which  was  the  right  one  of  the  two  ? 
Vol.  XXXIII.  Bb 
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With  regard  to  the  profecution  not  haviirg  heen  fooner 
commencccl,  it  had  been  commenced  without  delay.  The 
honourable  gentleman  well  knew,  that  ifaniifdemeanor  was 
committed  in  February  it  could  not  be  profecuted  till  July, 
and  this  would  be  profecuted  in  July.  If  a  mifdemeanor 
was  committed  now,  it  could  not  be  profecuted  till  Chriflr- 
mas.  And  this  delay  was  the  price  we  cotiftantly  paid  for 
many  moll  defirable  fecurit  es  to  perfon  and  property.  The 
connexion  of  intercfts  v^«  fuch  in  this  country,  the  monied 
intereft,  the  landed  intereft,  the  commercial  intereft,  that 
it  could  not  be  broken  by  a  phalanx  of  fuch  attempts  as  Mr. 
Paine's  book;  the  moft  dangerous  efFedi  of  which  would 
have  been  its  imprcffion  on  the  yeomanry  and  freeholders, 
who  were  a  body  of  men  of  fuch  ineilimable  value  and  im- 
portance to  this  country,  though  a  body  unknown  to  the 
unhappy  country  in  our  neighbourhood.  The  way  toavert 
the  danger  ih^t  fupinenefs  andnegle£l  might  encourage  and 
augment,  would  be,  tocora^etoa  dechrdtionthat  they  would 
face  it  in  a  diredl,  immediate  and  manly  way;  upon  thefe 
grounds  it  was,  that  he  (hould  vote  for  the  addrefs* 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  from  delicacy  to  friends  truly  dear 
to  him,  he  could  have  wifhed  not  to  have  been  obliged  to 
give  any  other  than  his  vote  upon  this  queftion ;  but  as  there 
was  not  likely  to  be  a  divifion,  perhaps  itt  might  go  forth 
into  the  country  that  he  agreed  with  the  fentknents  of  fe- 
veral  perfons  on  this  fubje£t,  with  whom  it  was  his  honour 
and  happinefs  generally  to  a<St.  Hethoughthimfelf  bound, 
therefore,  to  declare  that  he  could  not  give  hb  confent  to  2 
meafure  of  which  he  totally  and  completely  di&pproYed,  as 
impolitic,  unwife,  and  alarming.  He  difapproved  of  it  ? 
£rfl  becaufe  it  was  infidious  and  ambiguous — becaufe  it  evi- 
dently had  other  purpofes  than  thofe  which  it  profeflcd,  and 
becaufe  it  vhad  all  the  features  of  that  craft  which  belonged 
to  the  quarter  from  which  it  came.  Was  it  direfted  againft 
Mr.  Paine*s  book,  the  author  and  publifher  of  which  were 
known  ;  if  fo,  why  defire  to  difcover  the  author  arwl  pub- 
lifhers?  If  it  had  a  dire£t  purpofe,  why  not  direflly  and 
unequivocally  ftate  it?    Why,  becaufe  it  was  the  infidiou& 
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intention  to  throw  forth  unneceflTary  alarm,  and  vague  af- 
peifions,  that  they  might  make  it  fpeak  a  difFerent  language 
to  the  country  than  that  which  they  explained  in  this 
Hoofe.     It  was  declared  iiere  not  to  be  direded  againft  the 
Affociation  of  the  friends  of  the  people,  whatever  afpeft  it 
might  wear  out  of  doors,  and  no  mcafure  that  he  ever  faw 
had  more  the  chara£leriAic  features  of  deceit  and  illufion 
than  this  proclamation.     It  might  be  alked — why,    then, 
have  fome  of  his  particular  friends  fupported  Minifters  in 
the  meafure?     He  would  explicitly  anfwer  the  queftion; 
they  were,  very  unhappily  for  the  country,  made  the  dupes 
of  the  deep  and  artful  defign  which  Minifters  had  in  view. 
They  were  the  dupes,  from  their  fincere  opinions  that  a  re- 
form in  the  reprefentation  was  not  only  not  called  for  by 
any  neceflity,    but  would  not  be  a  good  nor  a  wife  mea- 
fure;   and  that  the  agitation  of  the  queflion  led  to  uproar 
and  mifchief.     In  this  opinion,  which  they  entertained  zea- 
loufly  and  honeftly,  they  had  been  led  to  engage  in  this  in- 
fiance  with  men  very  different  from  themfelves;  as  differ- 
ent as  defpotifm  was  from  liberty,  and  honour  and  opennefs 
were  from  craft  and  myftery.     Indeed  he  Aood  himfelf  in  a 
very  ferious  predicament;  between  friends  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  other,  who  had  all  got  into  ftrange  company.     He 
had  not*  figned  the  declaration  upon  which  the  friends  of  the 
people  had  aflbciated,    and  he  could  not  fubfcribe  to  the 
principles  upon  which  others  of  his  friends  fupported  the 
meafure  of  this  proclimation.     On  both  fides  there  was  a 
meeting  of  disjointed  affociations.     In  the  year  1782,    he 
remembered  there  was  a  meeting  at  the  Thatched  Houfe, 
when  the  right  honourable  Mr.  Pitt,    the  Uuke  of  Rich- 
mond, Major  Cartwright  and  Mr.  Ho'rnc  Tooke,  all  agreed 
to  certain  refolutions  of  reform.     Now,  by  a  ftrange  affo- 
ciation,   one  fet  of  his  friends  had  got  into  company  with 
thetwofiift  of  thefefour,  and  another  fet -with  thetwolaft. 
The  Friends  of  the  People  had  difclaimed  the  imputation 
upon  them,  that  they  were  connedled  with  Mr-  Cartwright 
and  Mr,  Tooke's  doftrines,  but  we  had  no  difclaimer  of  the 

others.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  and  the  Duke  ot 

Bb2 
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Richmond  had  thought  proper  to  change  their  opinion  oft 
the  fubje£l  of  reform;  and  not  merely  to  change  their  opi- 
nions, but  the  right  honourable  gentleman  brings  forth  a 
proclamation,  and  the  noble  Duke  Is  to  head  a  camp,  againft 
it.  He  did  not  mean  to  fay  it  was  lip.gular  that  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  fhould  change  hi'  fentiments  upon 
any  fubje(5l ;  he  was  fo  much  in  the  habit  of  doing  to  upon 
all  fubjeds,  that  one  would  think  he  had  a  patent  for  retrac- 
tion, and  a  monopoly  for  change.  There  were  few  fubje<5ls 
upon  which  he  had  not  utterly  changed.  Laft  year  he  had 
told  the  Houfe,  that  we  miift  have  an  expenfive  armament, 
becaufe  the  country  was  in  danger  from  the  alarming  at- 
tempt of  Ruflia  to  obtain  Oczakow.  And  this  year,  find- 
ing the  country  againft  him,  he  aflured  us  we  were  in  per- 
fe<Sf  fafety,  Ruffia  having  obtained  the  very  place  which 
made  our  danger.  Laft  year  he  had  faid  that  we  ought  to 
repeal  the  penal  ftatutes,  as  ignominious  and  difgracefuL 
This  year,  he  fays,  they  ought  to  be  preferved  for  edifica- 
tion, and  to  prevent  fcandal. 

There  was  a  paflage  in  the  proclamation  which  particu- 
larly ftruck  him.  It  fays,  "  that  the  profperity  of  the  coun- 
**  try  depends  on  a  juft  confidence  in  the"  integrity  and  wif- 
*'  dorh  of  Parliament.'*  What  muft  his  friends  think  of  fuch 
an  expreflion  as  this  coming  from  a  Miniftry  who  had  begun 
their  career,  by  declaring  to  the  country  that  they  ought 
not  to  have  confidence  in  the  integrity  and  wifdom  of  Par- 
liament ?  Did  they  not  all  recolledl,  that  when  he  found 
the  fenfe  of  that  Houfe  againft  him,  he  gave  His  Majefty  an 
advic^,  not  to  pay  refpedl  to  the  wifdom  and  integrity  of 
that  Houfe,  but  to  diflblve  them,  and  to  fliew  the  country 
that  they  ought  not  to  have  confidence  but  in  him  perfon- 
ally  ?  To  give  the  true  confiftent  meaning  to  this  expref- 
fion,  therefore,  there  ftiould  be  added  thefe  wotds :  "  As 
*^  long  as  the  Parliament  ftiall  a61:  agreeably  to  the  King's 
**  executive  Government*"  So  long  and  no  longer  were 
the  people  taught  to  have  confidence  in  them — O  admirable 
leffon  to  hold  out  to  the  country  1  O  admirable  dodlrine  to 
the  Parliament  itfelf!    Obey,  and  you  fliall  be  honoured 
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with  the  titles  of  integrity  and  wifdom,— Difobey,  and  you 
ihall  be  diflblved,  alid  branded  with  corruption  and  folly. 

The  plain  intention  of  this  proclamation  was,  to  ftrive  to 
make  a  divifion  between  that  great  body  of  united  patriots, 
known  by  the  name  of  the  Whig  intereft ;  a  party,  the 
firm  union  of  which  he  confidered  as  of  the  utmoll  confe- 
quence,  as  indeed  efTential  to  the  maintenance  of  the  con- 
llitution.  He  knew  of  no  plan  fogood,  no  objeft  fo  defir- 
able,  as  their  firm  union;  and  he  was  proud  to  fay,  that  to 
divide  them  was  impoffible.  They  might  think  differently 
on  particular  fubjedls ;  but  united  on  principles  fo  falutary 
for  the  nation,  no  arts,  however  infidious,  could  prevail  in 
dividing  them.  To  effefl  this  divifion  the  proclamation 
was  intended,  and  not  the  writings  of  which  it  fpoke, 
Thofe  writings  had  been  long  before  the  public.  The  Af- 
fociations  of  Manchefter,  and  the  fociety  for  conftitutional 
information,  had  long  been  formed,  and  if  any  alarm  had 
been  entertained  of  them,  long  ago  the  meafures  ought  to 
have  been  taken.  But  in  truth  they  made  the  alarm  by  this 
proclamation,  and  if  riots  were  to  be  provoked,  they  were 
likely  to  be  riots  on  the  other  fide ;  for  in  all  the  riots  that 
had  happened,  the  cry  of  Church  and  King  was  the  pre- 
tence. Surely  then  the  amendment  mentioning  the  riots  at 
Birmingham  was  proper,  unlefs  Minifters  wilhed  to  takeip 
a  party,  and  countenance  a  fa£lion.  It  was  not,  in  his 
opinion,  a  republican  fpirit  that  we  had  to  dread  in  this 
country,  there  was  no  tindlure  of  rcpublicanifm  in  the  coun- 
try. If  there  was  any  prevailing  tendency  to  riot,  it  was 
on  the  other  fide.  It  was  the  High  Church  fpirit,  and  an 
indifpofition  to  all  reform,  which  marked  niore  than  any 
thing  elfe  the  temper  of  the  times,  and  furely  if  they  looked 
back  to  1 780,  or  to  the  late  riots  at  Birmingham,  they  would 
find  that  High  Church  frenzy  was  the  caufe.  When  had 
the  Diflinters  made  a  riot  ?  WTiat  Swift  had  farcaftically 
faid  of  the  Whigs — That  he  would  not  fay  that  all  Whigs 
were  infidels,  but  he  was  fure  that  all  infidels  were  whigs* 
So  though  he  could  not  fay  that  all  Churchmen  were  rio- 
ters,   yet  it  was  certain  that  all  the  late  rioters  had  been 
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Churchmen,  and  this  intolerant  and  perfecuting  fpirit  had 
been  made  particularly  manifeft  in  the  late  riot  at  Birming- 
ham, where^  as  they  might  fee  from  the  admirable  book  of 
his  learned  friend,  Dr.  Parr,  there  were  inflances  of  want 
of  the  common  feelin;^s  of  honour  and  decency,  in  men  with 
the  education  and  lank  of  gentlen.en.  Mr.  Fox  concluded 
with  a  warm  and  feeling  allufion  to  the  friends  of  his  poli- 
tical life,  from  whofe  fide  he  would  never  feparate,  to  whufe 
opinions  he  had  often  yielded  fair  obje6ls  of  perfonal  ambi- 
tion, hut  whofe  union  he  confider.ed  fo  eflential  to  the  pub- 
lic good,  that  though,  in  the  profecution  of  their  fyftem, 
they  were  without  hope  of  favour  from  the  Crown,  and 
without  thanks  from  the  people,  he  knew  and  felt  that  they 
iliould  have  the  rewards  of  their  own  cdnfciences  and 
hearts  ;  rewards  that,  to  honeft  minds,  were  ample  and  fa- 
tisfa£lory. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  fald,  that  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  differed  from  all  others.  He  faw  no  neccflity 
for  any  proclamation  at  all.  He  faw  no  danger  in  the  fedi- 
tious  writings,  which  had  for  their  tendency  the  total  over- 
throw of  the  conftitution,  writings  and  doctrines  which  had 
gain-ed  grouped,  and  of  which,  if  he  was  not  the  advocate, 
he  was  by  his  language  in  denying  their  danger,  the  friend. 
He  could  not  look  into  the  bottom  of  the  hearts  of  men,  he 
could  not  reconcile  this  condu6l  wiili  any  fpark  of  patriotifm 
or  love  for. the  country.  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
jufl  now  had  delivered  one  of  the  moft  perfonal  and  inflam- 
matory inveftives  ever  heard  in  that  Houfe.  He  urged  the 
notriety  of  the  fedilious  writings  that  were  in  the  hands  of 
all  men,  and  argued  the  neceiliry  of  the  executive  Govern- 
ment Interfering,  when  they  faw  large  boclies  and  focieties 
going  lengths  by  difleminating  principles  of  the  moft  dan- 
gerous tendency,  principles  fubverfive  of  the  conftitution, 
and  deurucSlive  of  the  eilaMlflied  form  of  Government.  The 
New  AfTociation,  however  pure  the  motives  of  thoje  Mem- 
bers of  that  Houfe  who  had  eftabliflied  it  might  be,  hav, 
itig^by  means  of  their  character,  given  it  fome  force  and 
(  v;ei.:ht  with  the  Public,  this  circumitance  would  be  takeu 
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advantage  of  by  men  of  no  charafler  at  all,  and  the  G  diiious 
and  mifchievous  defigns  of  the  latter,  engrafted  on  the  plan 
of  the  New  Aflbciation.  He  reminded,tiie  honourable  gen- 
tlemen vvho  had  figned  the  Aflbciation,  that  the  plan  of  the 
fcditious  perfons  to  whom  he  alhided,  was  avowedly  to 
flrikeat  the  root  of  monarchy,  to  put  an  end  to  the  IJoufe 
of  Lords,  and  to  unhinge  and  new-model  the  conflitution  by 
changing  it  into  a  republFc.  He  faid,  from  the  fort  of  ar- 
gument that  Mr.  Fox  had  ufcd,  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman, if  not  the  advocate  of  Mr.  Paine,  was  cleaily  his 
friend,  and  the  friend  of  his  dodlrines. 

Mr.  GREY  concluded  on  the  amendment,  and  replied  to 
the  aflertron  of  Mr.  Pitt  againft  Mr.  Fox,  that  he  faw  no 
danger  in  thefe  writings.  How  long  was  it  ago  that  Mr. 
Pitt  faw  any  danger  r  He  had  all  along  profefled  that  there 
was  no  danger,  until  a  fociety  arofe,  the  moderation  of 
whofe  principles  was  calculated  toreprefsand  calm  the  vio- 
lence of  the  feditious  writings  that  had  previoufly  gone  forth* 
That  fociety  was  declared  not  to  be  dangerous,  and  yet  ic 
was  this  eftabllfliment  that  had  drawn  forth  this  paper. 

Thequeftion  was  then  put  on  the  amendment,  and  nega- 
tived without  a  divifion. 

The  main  queftion  for  the  addrefs  was  then  put,  upon 
which, 

Mr.  FOX  took  an  opportunity  to  defend  himfelf  againfl 
the  imputations  of  Mr.  Pitt.  He  had  accufed  him  of  not 
feeing  danger  in  thefe  dodtrines.  He  avowed  that  he  did 
not  fee  danger,  becaufe  he  knew  that  the  good  fenfe  and 
conftitutional  fpirit  of  the  people  was  a  fure  protection 
againft  the  impolitic  and  abfard  theories  which  were  alluded 
to.  And  this  had  been  uniformly  the  opinion  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  himfelf,  until  he  faw,  or  thought  lie 
faw,  the  means  of  ftirring  up  divifion  between  the  frien.is 
of  freedom.  The  infinuations,  that  he  muft  be  acSluated  by 
motives  hoftile  to  the  conflitution,  he  would  not  trouble 
the  Houfe  to  reply  to.  The  meafures  of  his  life  were  a  fuf- 
ficient  anfwer  to  a  charge  fo  lutlebecoming^the  right  honour- 
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ablegentle  man  who  made  it.  Let  hlro,  if  he  could,  point 
out  a  fingle  avS  that  would  juftify  the  aflertion. 

The  Houfe  then  agreed  to  the  addrefs,  and  ah  order  was 
made  for  Members  with  wands  to  deliver  the  addrefs  to  His 
iClajefty. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Wednefday^  $Oth  May. 

On  the  reading  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  fecond  read- 
ing of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Scots  Epifcopalians, 

The  SPEAKER  obfervedj  that  as  this  bill  originated  in 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  contained  a  claufe  for  raifing  mo- 
ney to  carry  part  of  the  purpofes  of  the  bill  into  eiFe£t,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  rights  of  that  Houfe  were  involv- 
ed, for  they  alone  ought  to  have  the  power  of  raifing  mo- 
ney. He  therefore  jfuggefted  the  propriety  of  difmiffing  all 
farther  confideration  of  the  prefent  bill.  Leave  might,  on 
motion,  be  afterwards  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  of  the  fame 
nature.  It  wa^  neceffary  that  all  bills  by  which  money  was 
to  be  raifed  fhould  originate  in  that  Houfe.  This  fuggef- 
tion  was  attended  to  and  followed— the  bill  was  difmiiled 
accordingly. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  no  particular  objecSbion  to  the  pre- 
fent bill.  In  general  he  did  not  approve  of  bringing  for- 
ward roeafures  for  the  relief  of  one  clafs  of  men,  and  of.de- 
nying  it  to  others.)  He  feared  that  there  might  be  fome 
little  objedlion  to  fuch  a  meafure  as  this  on  an  idea  of  parti- 
ality. He  had  moved  for  relief  for  others,  who  were  as  well 
entitled  to  it  as  the  objedls  of  the  prefent  bill.  The  Hotife 
thought  fit  to  refufe  it.  However,  as  he  wiflied  relief  to 
all  from  the  penal  ftatutes  againft  modes  of  faith,  fo  he  would 
not  oppofe  it  when  extended  to  any.  In  that  view,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  have  any  particular  objedlion  to  the  bilL 
Mr.  DUNDAS  explained  the  nature  of  the  bill,  and  ob- 
fcrved,  that  it  had  formerly  pafled  that  Houfe,  and  dropped 
in  the  other.  This  feffion  it  had  been  brought  forward  in 
the  Lords,  but  on  the  p^int  of  form,  was  now  rejedled  in 
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this.  He  believed  there  was  never  any  obje6lion  to  it  in 
cither  Houfe.  He  therefore  moved  for  kavc  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  the  relief  of  paftor^and®therperfons  of  the  lay  com- 
mumon  of  Scotland.  Leave  was  given  accordingly — and 
Mr.  Dundas  and  Sir  James  St.  Clair  Erfkine  were  direded 
to  prepare  and  bring  it  in. 

Sir  JAMES  St.  CLAIR  ERSKINE  obferved,  that 
from  the  prefent  advanced  ftate  of  the  feffion,  it  would  be 
iinpoffible  to  conclude  the  bill  for  regulating  the  mode  of 
accounting  in  the  Royal  burghs  of  Scotland;  and  as  he  un- 
derftood  there  was  no  objeflion  to  what  he  had  to  propofe^ 
he  (houM  move  that  this  bufinefs  be  poftponed  for  the  pre- 
fent fefl^on.  He  then  moved,  ^*  That  the  order  of  the  day 
^^  for  a  Committee  on  the  bill  for  regulating  the  mode  of 
'^  accounting  in  the  Royal  burghs  of  Scotland,  be  now  - 
"  read;"  which  being  done,  he  moved,  *<  That  this 
"  order  be  poftponed  until  this  day  month  ;'*  which  was 
agreed  to.        • 

Mr.  DUNDAS  faid,  that  laft  night  intelligence  had 
been  received  from  Bombay,  but  which  he'  had  not  yet  been 
able  to  perufe  fully;  he  fhould  ufe  all  diligence  in  laying  it 
before  the  Public;  thefe  circumflances  rendered  it  neceflary 
for  him  to  poftpone  the  flatement  of  the  affairs  of  India^  from 
Friday  to  Tuefday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

Thurfday^  ^iji  May. 

There  being  only  feventeen  Members  prefent  at  four 
o'clock,  no  bufinefs  was  done. 

Friday  J  ijijune. 

By  a  meffage  from  the  Lords  the  Houfe  were  informed 
that  their  Lordfhips  had  agreed  to  the  addrefs  to  His  Ma« 
jefty  on  the  late  proclamation*  That  His  Majefty  would  re« 
ceive  it  at  three  o'clock  to-inorrow  at  St*  James's* 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

Vol.  XXXIIL  Cc 
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Saturday,  id  June. 

The  Houfe  met  to  carry  up  theaddrefs  to  His  Majefty. 
The  Houfe  adjourned  to 

Tuefday^    ^th  June. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  that  the  Houfe  upon  Saturday  laft 
attended  His  Majefty  with  their  addrefs,  and  His  Majefty 
had  been  pleafed  to  give  the  following  anfwer  : 

Gentlemen, 

/  Thank  you  very  warmly  for  this  Uyal,  dutiful,  andjeajon- 
able  addrefs. 

My  utmoft  endeavours  Jhall  never  be  wanting  to  maintain  among 
my  people  ajujifenfe  of  the  advantages  of  our  prefent  conjiitutiont 
thejource  of  legal  and  well  regulated  freedom  ;  and  at  the  fame 
time  to  fecure  to  them,  by  a  due  execution  af  the  laws,  a  coHtinU" 
ance  of  all  the  unexampled  bleffngs  which  they  now  enjoy*  It  is 
the  greatefi  fatisfa^fion  to  me  to  refleSf,  that  in  thefe  endeavours 
I  Jhall  receive  the  firm  and  united  ajjijiance  of  my  Parliament, 
and  I  feel  the  fame  conviction  and  confidmce  which  is  exprefped 
by  youy  that  all  our  exertions  for  this  purpofe  will  befeconded  by 
the  zeal  and  public  fpirit  of  my  people,  whofe  happinefs  forms  the 
firfi  objeSf  of  all  my  wijhes. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  having  feverally  moved,  that  the 
order  of  the  day,  that  the  Houfe  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  take  into  confidcration  the  va- 
rious papers  relative  to  the  ftate  of  affairs  in  India,  then  on 
the  table,  be  read  ;  that  the  faid  papers  be  referred  to  the 
faid  Committee ;  and  that  the  Speaker  do  then  leave  the 
chair  ; 

Mr.  BEAUFOY  took  his  feat  at  the  table. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  he  felt  the  aukwardnefs  of 
going  into  a  detail  of  the  paft,  and  eftimate  of  the  future  reve- 
nues andexpences  of  India,  at  a  time  when  we  were  there  in 
a  ftate  of  aftual  war,  and  when  confequently,  all  eftimates 
muft  be  liable  to  a  confiderable  degree  of  uncertainty  ,  but  if 
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he  were  to  decline  giving  the  annual  account  to  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  which  he  had  been  accuftomed  to  do,  he  was  aware 
that  his  doing  fo  might  be  conArued  into  an  admiifion  of  the 
repeated  and  ftrongaflertions,  that  the  finances  of  India  were 
ruined ;  or  at  lead  confidered  as  a  prefumption  that  he  him- 
felf  was  now  afraid  to  touch  upon  them^  and  (hrunk  from 
the  difcuflion.  Finding  his  own  mind  perfedily  at  eafe,  and 
perfuaded  that  if  he  (hould  fucceed  in  explaining  the  detail  of 
figures  into  which  he  muft  neccflarily  enter,  fo  as  to  be  clearly 
underftood  by  the  Committee,  he  (hould  difpel  every  fear  that 
might  be  entertained  by  others,  he  (hould  therefore  proceed  to 
the  difcharge  of  the  duty  which  he  had  never  yet  reafon  to  re- 
gret that  he  had  undertaken.. 

He  reminded  the  Committee,  that  by  the  ftatemcnt  of  laft 
year,  after  paying  all  charges  and  the  intereft  of  debt,  the  net 
furplus  was  1,409,0791.  applicable  to  the  purchafe  of  an  in- 
veftment  and  the  reduftion  of  debt.  In  what  he  was  now  to 
(late,  he  muft  take  the  accounts  and  eftimates  from  Bombay 
in  general  terms,  becaufe  an  abftradl  only  of  the  feveral  heads 
having  been  tranfmitted  to  him  from  that  prefidency,  he  had 
no  data  to  enable  him  to  go  into  an  explanation  of  the  parti- 
cular articles  comprehended  under  each  of  thefe  heads.  Pur- 
fuing  his  ufual  mode,  he  (hould  ftate  the  revenues  of  the  fe- 
veral prefidencies  on  the  ufual  averages  ;  then  a  comparifon 
of  the  laft  year's  eftimatc  of  revenues  and  charges  with  the  ac- 
tual amount;  and,  laft  of  all,  the  eftimate  of  the  revenue  and 
charges  for  the  prefent  year,  with  fuch  remarks  and  explana- 
tions as  appeared  to  be  neceflary. 

BENGAL. 

Surplus  of  laft  year        -            -  -              £''^Ao9tO']^ 
REVENUES  on  an  average  of  3  years,  from 

1787-8  to  1789  90.            -  -           5>454>K>ii 

Ditto,  ditto,  from  1788-9  to  1 790-1  -           5^560,586 

Revenues  of  1 790,  eftimatedat      -  5*223,943 

Produced           -          •           .  5,522,292 


Produce  cxGccdcd  eftimatc  by  —  298,349 


C  c  a 


V 
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CHARGES  of  1 790- 1,  cftimated  at   3,113,221 
Amounted  to        v    -        .    -  3j225,927 


Amount  exceeded  eftimatc  by  —  42,706 


Deduft  Excefs  of  Charges  from  Excefs  of  Re- 
venues, and  the  general  balance  of  both  turned 
out'  better  than  eftimated  by  —  .    ^5S>643 

ESTIMATE  for  1791-2. 
Revenues  -  -  -  5,055,640 

Charges  -  -  -  '  3,011,637 


ExCefs  of  revenues  applicable  to  aid  the  other 

Prefidencies        ,     -    ^         -       ,  -  2,044,003 

Although  the  refult  of  the  comparifon  between  the  eftimates 
and  the  adtual  produce^  and  charges  of  laft  year,  as  appeared 
by  the  above  accoujit,  was  a  confiderable  balance  in  favour 
of  the  Company,  yet  he  did  not  mean  to  reckon  on  it  as  per- 
manent. On  examining  the  fevtral  articles  of  which  the  re- 
venue confided,  he  found  that  the  mint,  and  fome  other  fmaH 
duties,  had  increafed,  which  was  eafily  accounted  for,  from 
the  efFeft  that  the  war  muft  have  upon  them.  The  land  reve- 
nue, fetting  afide  fome  arrears  that  had  come  in, '  was  nearly 
the  fame  as  before.  The  cuftoms  fell  fliort  about  three  lacks, 
which  was  partly  owing  to  the  abolition  of  the  petty  cuftom- 
houfes,  a  mcafure  by  which  the  country,  and  confequently 
the  revenue,  muft  eventually  be  improved  ;  and  partly  to  a 
deficiency  in  the  mode  of  colledlion  at  the  two  great  cullom- 
houfes,  perhaps  in  fome  degree  to  the  war. 

As  thefe  were  only  temporary  caufes,  fo  muft  be  their  ef- 
fe<9:s ;  and  he  by  no  means  regretted  the  abolition  of  the  fmall 
cuftom-houfes,  becaufc  they  Were  a  much  greater  inconveni- 
ence to  the  natives  than  a  benefit  to  the  revenue,  and  Natu- 
rally operated  as  a  reftraint  on  trade.  But  the  great  difference 
in  the  produce  of  the  revenue  was  in  the  fait,  which  had  been 
cftimated  at  86  lacks,  and  produced  115.  By  lowering  the 
duties  iii  order  to  lower  the  price,  he  had  laft  year  ftated  that 
it  would  produce  lefs  than  ufual  j  but  fuch  had  been  the  in- 
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creaib  of  the  quantity  manufactured  and  fold  that  it  had  pro- 
duced mor«,  while  the  price  to  the  confumer  had  been  as  low 
as  any  man  acquainted  with  India  could  have  wiflied  it  to  be. 
He-did  not  confider  this  increafe  of  revenue  as  permanent,  for 
feyeral  r^fons.  The  fame  quantity  would  not  probably  be 
manufacnired  another  year  ,  and  ^he  French,  under  a  cbn- 
vention  entered  into  in  1786,  by  which  they  were  allowed  to 
import  into  our  provinces  a  certain  quantity,  had  fmuggled 
fix  lacks  of  maunds  above  that  quantity,  which  being  feized 
and  confifcated  increafed  the  fales,  a  circumftance  that  w^ 
not  likely  to  happen  again.  There  was  alfo.  an  increafe  of 
j^out  two  lacks  on  the  article  of  opium. 
^  On  looking  to  the  other  fide  of  the  account  in  detail,  it 
would  appear  that  on  the  fix  articles  of  civil  charges,  there 
had  been  a  fmall  faving  of  from  i8,opol.  to  2o,oool.  The 
military  charges  had  exceeded  the  eftimate  by  56,235!.  This 
was  not  owing  to  our  inaccuracy  in  making  up  the  eftimate, 
but  to  the  increafe  of  the  detachment  fent  after  Lord  Corn- 
'wallis  to  Madras  ;  fo  that  without  the  extra  fervices,  the 
charges  in  this  refpeft  would  have  been  rather  below  the  efti- 
mate. Oi>  the  marine  and  fortifications  there  was  a  faving  fo 
confiderable  as  deferved  to  be  noticed.  The,  eftimate  had  been 
made  on  the  idea  of  a  peace  eftablifliment,  and  confiderable 
buildings  had  been  ordered ;  when  the  war  commenced,  it 
was  thought  advifeable  to  fufpend  all  thefe,  except  fuch  as 
were  abfolutely  neceflary,  and  the  faving  here  had  gone  in 
aid  of  the  extra  expences  of  the  military.  The  expence  of 
colleSing  the  revenue  exceeded  the  eftimate  by  about  feven 
lacks.  For  fome  time  paft  it  had  been  an  objeft  of  ferious 
attention  to  fix  the  amount  of  the  afleflments  on  the  landhold- 
ers, and  he  was  happy  to  fay,  that  a  general  fettlcment  would 
foon  reach  India,  by  which  every  occupier  of  land  under  the 
Company  would  hold  it  by  as  firm  and  as  regular  a  tenure  in 
point  of  payment,  as  any  landholder  in  this  country.  The 
eflFeft  of  this  muft  be  to  give  confidence  to  the  landholder,  who 
knew  that  he  was  to  pay  a  certain  afleflment,  and  no  more, 
^nd  ftability  to  the  land  revenue,  becaufe  there  would  always 
be  ability  to  pay  while  the  affeffment  was  moderate,  and  lefs 
temptation  to  evade  payment  where  there  was  no  fear  of  ex- 
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tortion.  This  permanent  alTeflment  he.  (hould  fhcw  to  be 
fuch,  as  the  occupiers  of  land  eafily  could  afford  to  pay  ;  and 
and  as  it  had  been  for  a  confiderable  time  paft  an  objed  to  keep 
the  afleflinents  as  regular  as  poffible,  the  Government  of  Bengal 
had  taken  fome  contingent  expences  of  colleftion  on  them- 
felves^  which  made  the  excefs  of  feven  lacks  above  the  efti- 
mate.  There  was  alfo  a  fmall  difference  between  the  ex- 
pence  on  opium  and  the  cuftoms,  and  the  eftimate.  On  the 
whole,  however,  the  eftimates,  both  for  the  laft  and  for  fe- 
deral years  paft,  came  fo  near  the  truth,  *  or  where  they  errec}, 
erred  fo  generally  on  the  favQurablc  fide,  that  the  Committee 
and  the  public  at  large  would  fee,  that  they  were  not  ftate- 
ments  made  out  at  random,  but  carefully  examined  in  all 
their  parts  \  and  that  fuch  a  fyftem  of  accounts  was  now 
eftabliftied  in  India  as  this  country  might  fafely  confide  in. 

The  eftimate  of  the  revenues  for  the   prefent  year  was 
466,6521.  lefs  than  the  aftual  produce  of  the  lafl  year,    on 
account  of  certain  fmall  duties  intended  to  be  abolifhed,  and 
on  account  of  the  increafed  revenue  on  fait  not  being  taken 
as  permanent.     The  land  revenue  was,    indeed,    reduced  fo 
low  as  to  be  only  one  lack  more  than  it  had  been  computed 
the  people  could  eafily  pay  fix  or  feven  years  ago.     It  was  - 
even  lefs  than  they  had  paid  for  fevcral  years  paft,  becaufe, 
along  with  the  afTeffment  of  the  year,  they  had  had  arrears  of 
lormer  years  to  pay.     The  time,    he  trufled,  was  now  faft 
approaching,   when  all  the  arrears  of  former  years  would  be 
paid  up.     And  when,  in  confequence  of  the  eafy  and  mode- 
rate afleffment  with  which  they  were  now  charged,    no  far- 
ther arrears  would  be  accruing.     When  he  took  the  eflimate 
thus  low,  he  did  not  mean  to  admit,  that  it  was  necefl^  to 
to  do  fo;  becaufe,  fhould  the  quantity  of  fait,  manufactured 
and  brought  to  fale,  not  fall  off  in  any  confiderable  degree^ 
.  there  would  be  no  fuch  defalcation  in  the  revenue  as  he  had 
computed.     At  all  events  the  Committee  would  fee,  that  h^ 
was  not  going  upon  any  fanguine  calculation,    but  taking 
every  thing  in  his  eftimate  in  the  moft  unfavourable  point  of 
view. 
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MADRAS. 

REVENUES  on  an  average  of  3  years,   from 

1787-810  1789-90  —  _  ;t.i,26s,357 

Ditto  from  1788-9  to  1790-1  —  1,440,781 

Revenues  for  1790-1,  eftimated  at       1^766,376 

Produced,  as  far  as  the  accounts  can  be 
made  up  —  —  1,644,222 


Lefs  than  eftimated  by  —  —  122,154 

CHARGES  for  1790-1,  eftimated  at  2,548,575 
Amounted  to,,  as  far  as  afcertained       2,686,304 


Exceeded  eftimate  by  '  ■'  'I37>729 


Add  deficiency  of  revenues  to  excefs  of  charges, 
andtherefult  is  more  unfavourable  than  the  efti  • 
mate  by  a59>883 


ESTIMATE  for  1791-2- 

Revenues  2,455,786 

Charges  — —  — •. 2,808,374 


Excefs  of  charges  —  352,588 

He  jemarked  upon  the  feveral  articles  of  revenue  and  of 
charge,  endeavouring  to  point  out  the  particular  caufes  of  de- 
falcation in  the  one,  and  increafe  in  the  other,  from  v^hich 
he  drew  'a  general  conclufion  that  the  caufes  of  defalcation  in 
the  revenue  were  accidental  and  temporary,  and  that  the 
^ual  antount  of  the  civil  and  military  charges  correfponded 
with  the  eftimate,  as  far  as  it  could  be  made  up  at  the  time. 
The  average  of  the  revenue  for  the  laft  three  years,  he  ob-* 
ferved,  included  part  of  a  year's  produce  of  the  aflumed  reve- 
nues of  the  Nabob  of  Arcot ;  and  as  much  more  would  be 
colledled  under  that  head,  when  a  whole  year  was  taken  into 
the  account ;  fo  the  eftimate  of  revenue  for  the  prefent  year, 
■was  proportionally  increafed.  The  chiirges  of  the  year,  if 
the  war  (hould  continue  to  the  end  of  April,  were  computed 
at  Madras  to  amount  to  about  two  lacks  of  pagodas  more  than 
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the  charges  of  laft  year.  He  enumerated  various  grounds  of 
credit  to  this  calculation ;  but  faid,  that  with  every  degree  of 
information  and  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Council,  tKeir 
calculations,  while  the  war  continued,  muft  be  liable  to  er- 
ror, although  probably  not  to  any  very  important  error, 

BOMBAY. 

From  this  prefidency  the  accounts,  as  he  had  before  ob- 
ferved,  were  deficient,  and  by  no  means  fuch  as  ought  to  have 
been  fent  home.  Taking  them,  however,  on  the  general 
abftrafts,  they  contained,  converting  the  rupee  into  Englilh 
money,  at  i6  per  cent,  better  than  fterling. 

REVENUES  for  1790-1,  eftimatedat  ;^.266,372 
Produced  — 

Lefs  than  eftimated  by 

CHARGES,  eftimated  at         — 
Amounted  to  — 

Exceeded  eftimate  by 

Add  deficiency  of  revenues  to  excefs  of  charges,     . 
and  the  refult  is  niore  unfavourable  than  the  ef- 
timate by  ^  —  406,341^ 

As  he  had  no  detailed  account  of  the  feveral  articles  of  in- 
come and  expence  before  him,  he  could  not  fee  in  what  par- 
ticulars the  revenue  had  fallen  Ihort,  or  the  charges  exceeded. 
General  Abercrombie,  in  a  letter  to  Lord  Cornwallis,  dated 
June  19,  I79i>  after  his  return  to  Tellicherry,  ftated  that 
he  had  rice  and  bifcuit  for  40,000  men  for  five  months,  over 
and  above  what  was  neceflary  for  the  confumption  of  his  own 
army.  The  expence  of  this  ftore  of  provifions  had  necefTarily 
fwelled  the  expence  of  laft  year,  and  the  fupply  which  it  af- 
forded would  com.e  in  aid  of  the  expen(?es  of  the  prefent. 

BENCOOLEN  and  PRINCE  of  WALES's  ISLAND. 

Average  revenue  of  Bencoolen  from  1787-8  to 

1789.90  ~  £'Z>SSO 


io3,y^u 

« 

- 

82,327 

—         788>423 

• 

—          1,112,437 

— 

324,014 
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Eftimated  fupply  from  Bengal  laft  year  -*  50,000 

Aftual  fupply  —  —  —  62,018 

Eftimatedfupply  in  1791-2  -f»  50,000 

Befides  the  fum  eftimated  as  the  neceflary  fupply,  I2,oool. 
worth  of  opium  had  been  fent  from  Bengal  as  merchandize. 
Of  this  a  return  would  be  made  in  courfe,  and  therefore  he 
took  the  fupply  of  this  year  from  Bengal  at  the  fame  fum  as 
the  laft. 

GENERAL  REVIEW. 
Actual  Revenues  of  1790-91. 
Bengal  —  —  jf.5>522,292 

Madras  —  — —  1^644,223 

Bombay  183,946 

Total    7*3SOi46i 

Actual  Charges  of  1 790-91 . 
Bengal        *■  ■  ■"     ■  —  35225,928 

Madras  —  —  2,686,304 

Bombay  ■"       ^  ■  '■  ^  1,112,437 


7,024,669 


325^792 


Deduct  expences  of  Bencoolen  and  Prince  of 
Wales's  Ifland  —  —  62,018 


263,774 
Add  fale  of  import  goods  and  certificates  3^7*877 


591,651 


Deduct  Intercft  paid  at 

Bengal  —  S^^^S^^-  , 

Madras I73>83d 

Bombay  ftated  at,  but  no  actual  ac- 
count    ■     ■  112,784 


588,138 


Surplus  --  3>5i3 

The  whole  that  remained  of  the  year's  revenue  and  produce 
of  Jales  and  certificates,  after  paying  the  expences  of  the  war 
and  the  intereft  of  debt  payable  in  India. 

Vol.  XXXIII.  Dd 
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The  ncxtiirticlc  to  beconfidered  was  the 

INDIA  DEBT. 
Debt  April  30,  1790               ■  £'1f<^5^fii^ 

April  39,  1791  8,150,936 


Increafe  of  debt  in  India  — ' —  ,    1,094,284 

Add  debt  remitted  by  fubfcription  to  England  688,044 


Increafe  of  debt,  iif  none  remitted  home  1,782,328 


Debt  in  In^a,  bearing  intereft  April  30,  1^90     5,406*936 
Ditto,        -i- — '        ^ April  30,  1 791      6,325,444 


>»  *■ 


increafe  of  debt,  bearing  intfereft  —  918,508 


^  I 


^ 


Intereft  of  debt,  ftated  laft  year  at  '  447,106 

Intereft  on  30th  April  1791  -:^-s»  529^624 


irtM 


Increafe  of  intereft,  exclufive  of  diminution  by 
the  transfer  of  debt  ''        ■   ■  ■>  82,51 7 


On  this  gfeheral  review,  tfte  Committee  would  fee  that  the 
iKraf  and  the  intereft  of  debt  had  exhaufted  Within  a  trifle  the 
whole  revenue  of  India  and  the  profits  of  fales  and  certificates^ 
while  ^  debt  had  been  contracted  of  1,782,328!.  How, 
they  would  aik,  had  this  debt  arifen  ?  He  was  ready  to  an*- 
fwer,  by  the  purchafe  of  invcftments. 
Advance  for  inveftments  at  Bengat,  Madras,  and 

Bombay  -  ■  ■»* — ^  iC'95°>82i 

Supplies  to  China  —  -^ —  ^38*470 

Cafli  more  remaining  in  thp  Treafury  in  April 

1 79 1  than  in  April  1 790        —  —  i03>35S 


Total    1,492,646 


Deducting  this  from  the  increafe  of  debt  above 
ftated,  and  the  difference  unaccounted  for  was 
only -~-.  1^9,68^ 
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To  this  was  t  o  4)e  added  the  filver,  which  on  the  break- 
ing out  of  the  war,  Lord  Comwallis  thought  it  expedii* 
ent  to  take  out  of  the  China  ihips  at  Madras,  on  his  own 
authority.  This  was  much  leis  than  perhaps  was  gene- 
rally fuppofed,  being  only  67,1601.  and  would  increafe 
the  unexplabied  iii£fer^nce  to  356,842L  This  di&rence, 
hy  a  reference  to  the  finance  letter  fent  out,  after  receiv- 
ing the  accounts  and  eftimates  laft  year,  would  appear  to 
arife  from  bills  drawn  at  Madras  on  Bengal,  the  amount 
of  which  was  ftruck  out  of  the  accounts  at  Madras  on 
drawing  the  bills,  and  thefe  not  being  prefented  at  Bengal 
till  after  the  cloiing  the  annual  accounts,  the  amount  did 
not  appear  in  them,  but  yjct  made  part  of  the  expence  of 
1790-91.  The  amount  of  thefe  bills  was  311,8781.  and 
when  all  the  eircumftances  were  confidered,  and  how 
nearly  thefe  bills  brought  the  aggregate  account  to  a  ba* 
lance,  there  could  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  ftatement  he 
had  given  of  them  was  th£  true  one. 

Having  thus  accounted  for  the  increafe  of  the  India 
debt,  he  came  next  to  ihew  that  the  Company's  affairs 
wore  not  worfe  in  the  beginning  of  1792  than  in  the  be* 
ginning  of  1 791^  by  the  amount  of  this  debt.  He  referred 
to  an  account  of  India  finance  publifhed  by  $he.Accomptant 
to  the  Board  of  Control,  which  he  affirmed,  although 
controverted  in  fome  points  by  a  latter  publication  (Mr. 
Tiemey's)  contained  an  extenfive  ^nd  accurate  view  of 
the  Company's  affairs — a  view  that  was  not  to  be  obtain- 
ed by  confidering  any  part  of  them  without  reference  to 
all  the  reft.  By  that  it  was  clearly  iliewn  that  the  Com^^ 
pany^s  affairs  had  been  bettered  more  than  a  million  an- 
nually fer  Che  four  laft  years*  By  referring  to  No.  24 
and  No.  27  of  the  printed  accounts,  gentlemen  would  fesi 
that  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  year,  the  Company's  affairs 
at  home,  had  been  improved,  by  paying  off  debt  to  the 
amount  of  964,0001.  and  by  an  increafe  of  money  in  their 
treafury  to  the  amount  of  541,4051.  ;,  fo  that  deducing 
thefe  fums  arifing  undoubtedly  from  the  fales  of  their  in- 

veftments,  from  the  debts  contraded  to  purchi(fe  thofe  in- 

Dd  z 
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ycftments,  the  whole  fum  in  which  the  Company  could 
be  faid  to  be  worfe  in  1792,  than  in  1791,- was  ajbput 
276,0001.  This  was  in  fa<^all  that  they  had  fuffcred  in- 
their  finances  after  the.  war  had  continued  for  eighteen 
months;  and  as  he  was  n6t  difpofed  to  difpute  about  trir 
fles,  the  gentlemen  might,  if  they  pleafed,  call  it  half  a 
million.  Even  that  fum,  compared  with  the  exertions' 
made  to  bring  the  war  to  a  fpeedy  conclufion,  but  much 
more  with  the  prediAjons  and  aflcrtions  of  fome  gentle- 
men laft  year,  would  appear  to  be  of  hut  little  moment. 
Laft  year  the  expcnce  of  the  war,  over  and  above  there- 
venues  of  India,  were  faid  to  be  5,  6,  and  >  2  millions. 
Surely  gentlemen  ought  to  diftruft  the  mode  of  calcula- 
tion they  had  adopted,  when  they  found  that  the  expcnces 
of  the  year  had  exceeded  the  revenues  of  the  year  only  by 
fo  fmall  a  fum  as  he  had  mentioned.  At  leaft  he  was  en- 
titled to  hope  that  his  eftimates,  which  fafts  h^d  confirm- 
ed, would  be  more  entitled  to  credit  than  theirs,  who  had 
been  fo  very  wide  of  the  truth. 
The  furplus  of  revenue  at  Bengal  ho  had  ftated 

to  be  —  "-  ;C- 2,044,003 

The  intereft  of  debt  and  fupplies  to  Madras 

and  Bencoolen  -—  •—  932,212 


i,iLi,79i 

Leaving  more  than  a  million  for  the  fupply  of  Bombay,   a 
a  fum  greatly  exceeding  the  largeft  eftimate  that  any  man 
would  think  of  forming.     Having  thus  fhewn  that  the 
funds  of  the  Company  had  anfwered  in  1790-91,  that  they 
promifcd  to  be  more  abundant  in  proportion  to  the  ex- 
pence  for  1 791-2,  and  that  if  any  additional  debt  was  con- 
trafted,  it  would  be  for  the  purpofe  of  providing  an  inveft- 
ment,  by  which  the  Company's  affairs  would  be  propor- 
tionally improved  ^t  home,  he  produced  a  variety  of  pri- 
vate letters,  all  corroborating  his  public  accounts.      One 
of  thefe  mentioned  the  ample  fupplies  of  money,  and  cat- 
tle received  for  the  army,  and  added,  that  the  prefidency 
of  Madras  would  have  no  occafion  to  draw  on  Bengal  be- 
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fore  the  end  of  May,  fhould  the  war  continue  fo  long. 
Ailother  from  the  Pay-mafter  General  ftatcd,  that  Lord 
Cornwallis's  plan  for  conducing  the  war,  was  fuch  as 
even  experience  and  events  did  not  produce  a  wifh  to  al- 
ter; that  he  had,  with  infinite  ability,  kept  his  unwieldy 
allies  together  ;  that  he  had  fupplied  his  army  chiefly  from 
the  enemy's  country,  and  turned  Tippoo's  means  of  fup- 
ply  againft  himfelf ;  that  fuch  was  the  efficient  control  in 
all  the  departments,  that  no  money  was  wafted ;  and  that 
the  expence  of  the  war  in  all  the  prefidencies,  did  not  ex- 
ceed the  expence  of  the  peace  cftablifhment  by  much  more 
than  ioo,oool.  a  month.  From  all  thefe  corroborating 
circumftances,  he  had  a  right  to  expcft  that  gentlemen 
would  lay  afide  thofe  fears  and  that  defpondency,  with 
which  they  had  not  only  imprefled  their  own  minds,  but, 
perhaps,  in  fome  degree,  communicated  to  the  Public ; 
and  that  the  property  of  perfons,  who  had  a  right  to  fed 
it  take  its  fair  unbiafTed  value  in  the  public  opinion,  fhould 
not  be  depreciated  by  apprehenfions  that  had  no  founda- 
tion in  faft. 

There  was  as  little  rcafon  for  fuppofing  that  the  inter- 
nal fituation  of  Bengal  had  fufFered  by  the  war.  Within 
one  year  bullion  to  the  amount  of  one  million  had  been 
fent  out  by  the  Dircftors,  which,  by  preventing  the- 
commerce  of  the  country  from  being  interrupted  from  a 
drain  of  fpecie  to  fapply  the  army,  contributed  to  its  in- 
ternal profperity,  and  alfo  prevented  the  depreciation  of 
the  Company's  paper  at  Madras,  which,  inftead  of  being 
at  30  per  cent,  difcount,  as  in  former  wars,  now  bore  a 
premium.  There  was  alfo  a  larger  inveftment  than  ufual 
now  coming  home  from  Madras.  The  increafed  export 
of  goods  to  China,  and  the  quantity  of  money  in  the 
Treafury  there,  made  it  unneceflary  to  fend  any  bullion 
from  Bengal,  in  aid  of  the  China  inveftment ;  nor  had  the 
exportation  of  bullion  added  to  the  debt  of  the  Company 
at  home.  Thus  had  they  been  enabled  to  fupport  a  war 
by  their  own  proper  refources,  without  applying  to  Go- 
vernment for  aid,  or  calling  on  the  proprietors  for  an  ad- 
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vancc,  and  withont  adding  to  their  debts.  He  had  faid 
laft  year,  that  the  finances  of  India  were  much  more  like- 
ly to  come  in  aid  of  the  finances  of  this  country,  than  the 
finances  of  this  country  to  be  called  to  aid  thofe  of  India* 
He  had  been  afked  in  the- beginning  of  theprefent  fefIion> 
If  his  opinion  was  ftill  the  fame  ?  He  had  anfwered  that 
it  was  ;  and  if  now  afked,  Ihould  anfwer  that  his  opinion 
was  unaltered,  and  his  hope  of  feeing  it  reali'^ed  more  con- 
fident than  ever. 

He  concluded  with  moving  hi,s  firft  refolution. 

As  foon  as  Mr.  Dundas  fat  down, 

Mr.  FRANCIS  rofe,  and  obferved,  that  the  right  ho- 
nouraMe gentleman  had  faid,  that  there  had  been  a  confi- 
derable  increafe  in  the  laft  year's  revenue  on  fait  in  Bengal, 
and  that  this  had  been  accomplifhed  with  a  confiderable  di- 
minution in  the  price  to  the  confumer.  Of  courfe,  the 
confumption  muft  have  been  immoderately  extended.  Such 
a  fadl  appeared  to  him  hardly  credible;  atleaft  it  was  not 
made  out  to  his  comprehenfion,  by  a  fair  Aatement,  as  it 
ought  to  be,  of  the  quantities  fold,  and  of  the  prices  in  the 
laft  year,  compared  with  thofe  of  the  preceding  year. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  explained,  that'on  the  laft  falc  at  Ma- 
dras, fait  fold  at  185  rupees  the  maund. 
.    Sir  jAxMES  St.  CLAIR  ERSKINE  ftated  fome  dif- 
ference  in  the  account.       ■ 

Mr.  Dundas  explained,  and  Sir  James  replied. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  then  rofe  again,  and  faid,  that,  unin- 

» 

formed  as  he  was,  he  could  have  nothing  to  oppofe  to  the 
flatcments  and  accounts  brought  forward  by  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  who  pbfleffed  all  the  means  of  official 
information,  and  who  was  anfwerable  to  the  Houfe  and  to 
the  Pubiic  for  the  truth  of  his  fafts,  and  for  the  accuracy 
of  the  particulars  he  had  ftated.  That  it  was  very  difficult 
to  follow,  and  impoffible  to  controvert  fo  long  and  intri- 
cate a  feries  of  calculations  ;  and  he  believed,  that  even  to 
underftand  them  properly,  upon  a  fingle  hearing,  was  as 
much  as  the  attention  of  any  man  prefent  was  equal  to.  He 
fliould  therefore  take  the  particulars  of  thefe  details  for 
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granted,  on  the  authority  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman. 
That  the  general  refalts  and  conclufions  were  of  a  nature 
more  obvious  and  intelligible,  as  well  as  much  more  impor- 
tant, than  a  multitude  of  items,  out  of  which  any  ingeni- 
ous perfon,  who  had  the  command  of  the  figures,  might  ar- 
gue and  conclude  whatever  he  thought  proper.  On  thofe 
he  ihould  offer  a  few  remarks,  rather  as  a  caution  to  the 
Houfe  and  to  the  nation,  than  with  a  view  to  controverfy  of 
any  kind.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  talked  of 
the  flonrifhing  ftate  of  the  revenue  of  Bengal;  he  had  faid, 
that  the  ten  years  fettlement  of  the  lands  was  to  be  perpe- 
tuated; that  the  lands  were  fully  able  to  bear  the  prefent 
afleflment;  that  the  landholders  were  perfeSly  fatisfied ; 
that  they  paid  their  rentals  without  diflBculty,  or  ever 
betrg  diftrefled ;  and  that  there  was  a  certain  profpeft 
of  increafing  revenue  and  increafing  profperity  in  the 
province  of  Bengal.  Mr:  Francis  faid,  that  he  cer- 
ainly  approved  of  the  principle,  faid  to  be  now'atlaft 
adopted,  of  fixing  and  perpetuating  the  property  of  the 
lands  in  the  hands  of  the  Zemindars,  who  were  the  true 
owners ;  he  had  earneftly  recommended  this  plan  himfelf, 
fo  long  ago  as  the  year  1776,  as  well  as  many  others  for  the 
better  government  of  Bengal,  by  which  other  perfons  had 
profited,  and  for  which  he  had  never  received  either  thanks 
or  credit.  Sic  vos  non  volts.  As  to  the  brilliant  defcription 
given  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  of  the  flourifhing 
and  profperpus  fiate  of  Bengal,  he  had  many  doubts.  He 
could  not  a£Srm  that  he  had  authentic  accounts  of  the  con- 
trary, but  he  conftantly  faw,  in  the  Bengal  newfpapers, 
advertlfements  of  the  fale  of  lands,  feized  for  want  of  due 
payment  of  the  revenue.  In  fhort,  there  was  fcarcely  one 
paper  which  did  not  contain  one  or  more  advertifements  of 
that  kind,  that  had  been  publifhed  at  Calcutta  for  fome  time 
paft. 

He  faid,  he  held  in  his  hand  two  of  thefe  advertifements, 
which  he  had  that  morning  felefted  out  of  a  great  number  of 
others.  The  one  announced  a  fale  of  feventeen  villages,  on 
the  7,'jXk  of  December,  1791J  and  the  other  a  fale  of  forty- 
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two  villages  on  the  30th  of  November,  179-1*  Mr.  Francis 
confidered  thefe  advertifements  as  undeniable  proofs  of  thef 
reverfe  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  ftatcment,  know- 
ing, as  he  did,"  how  much  a  Hindoo  will  fuffer,  rather  than 
part  with  the  fmalleft  portion  of  his  landed  property-  That 
Bengal,  even  under  the  beft  European  government,  muft  be, 
from  the  jieceflary  effeft  of  its  political  fituation,  a  declining 
country.  That  the  ruin  of  diftant  provinces.  To  clrcumftanced, 
might  be  accelerated  by  abufes,  or  retarded  by -prudence  and 
honefty  in  the  adminiftration  of  its  government ;  butfooneror 
later  it  muft  happen.  In  fupport  of  this  opinion,  founded  on 
his  own  obfcrvation  and  experience,  as  well  as  on  all  the  gene- 
ral confiderations  that  belonged  to  fuch  a.  fubjeft,  he  fhould 
content  himfelf  with  appealing  to  the  fpecific  evidence  of 
Lord  Cornwallis,  who,  in  a  letter  to  the  Court  of  Direc- 
tors, dated  2d  Auguft,  1 789,  had  given  them  the  following 
material  information  :  "  I  am  forry  to  fay,  that  agriculture 
and  internal  commerce  has,  for  many  years,  been  gradu- 
ally declining,  and  that  at  prefent,  excluding  the  clafs  of 
**  Shroffs  and  Banians,  who  refide  almoft  entirely  in  great 
**  towns,  the  inhabitants  bf  thefe  provinces  were  advancing 
**  hajfily  to  a  general  Hate  of  poverty  and  wretchednefs,  and 
"  in  this  defcription,  I  muft  include  almoft  every  zemindar 
"  in  the  Company's  fervice."  In  another  minute,  dated 
1 8th  September,  1789,  Lord  Cornwallis  faid,  "  Icanfafely 
aflert,  that  one  third  of  the  Company's  territory  in  Hin- 
doftan  is  now  a  jungle  inhabited  by  wild  beafts."  But,  if 
that  were  true,  as  it  certainly  was,  it  was  not  very  likely 
that  in  the  diftridls,  bordering  on  jungles  fo  inhabited,  there 
fhould  be  any  great  invitation  to  population  and  improve- 
ment ;  and  if  this  was  the  cafe  only  two  or  three  years  ago, 
Mr.  Francis  defired  to  be  informed  what  favourable »  events, 
what  rapid  changes,  had  happened  in  the  interval,,  which  had 
fo  much  improved  the  fituation  of  the  country  and  its  inha- 
bitants, as  to  warrant  the  honourable  gentleman  in  the  daz- 
zling pifture  he  had  drawn  of  thqir  happinefs  and  profperity. 
We  have  heard  of  nothing  but  the  war  with  Tippoo,  which 
had  obliged  Lord  Cornwallis  to  quit  the  feat  and  center  of 
his  government,  to  reduce  the  inveftment,  to  borrow  money 
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at  12  per  cent.,  to  drain  Bengal  of  as  much  of  its  remaining 
fpecie  as  could  be  coUeded,  and  to  carry  it  with  him  to  the 
Myfore  country  for  the  fupj^ort  of  the  war. 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  the  aflefH- 
inent  of  the  revenue  had  not  been  increafed.  It  might  be 
fa ;  and  yet  it  would  not  follow  that  the  people  could  bear  it 
in  their  prefent  circumftances.  He  underftood  that  the  efti- 
mate  was  made  feven  years  ago,  and  might  be  moderate  then^ 
but  if  the  country  had  declined,  and  was  declining,  it  could 
not  bear  the  fame  afleiTment.  The  fale  of  lands  was  a  proof 
that  it  could  not,  and  they  all  knew  what  bankruptcies  and 
ruin,  and  ftagnation  of  trade  had  happened  in  Calcutta.  The 
crops  of  grain  had  failed  in  the  northern  circars,  and  a  famine 
had  threatened ;  and  even  in  Bengal,  they  were  fo  apprehen- 
five  of  a  fcarcity,  that  Government  had  been  obliged  to  pro- 
hibit the  exportation  of  grain,  (almoft  the  only  confiderable 
article  of  export,  for  which  the  country  received  a  re- 
turn) and  to  order  the  (hips  in  the  river  to  be  unladen.  In 
former  time^.  Great  Britain  had  received  great  fuppliefs  of 
merchandize  and  money  from  Bengal,  whereas  now  they 
weire come  to  the  reverfe  ;  the  tables  were  turned  onus,  and 
we  fent  fpecit  thither,  inftead  of  receiving  it  from  India.  If 
that  pra£tice  were  to  be  eftablifhed,  and  to  continue  as  a  fyf- 
tem,  Mr.  Francis  faid,  we  had  better  give  up  Bengal  at  once. 
It  had  been  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Dundas,  that,  in  the 
courfe  of  laft  year,  the  Court  of  Diredors  had  fent  out  si 
million  in  fpecie  to  Bengal ;  and  he  defired  to  know,  if  that 
was  to  be  taken  as  a  proof  of  the  ilourifhing  ftate  of  the  pro- 
vince ?  With  regard  to  the  war,  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, Mr.  Francis  faid,  had  charged  gentlemen  with  having 
facriliced  to  their  gloomy  fancies  ;  and  giving  way  to  th6ir 
defponding  imaginations,  had  talked  of  the  great  expences 
and  burdens  it  had  and  would  occafion.  He  would  not  an- 
fwer.  for  what  others  might  have  faid,  hut  his  aiTertion,  a 
year  ago,  was,  that  the  war  could  not  coft  lefs  than  four  mil- 
lions fterling,  if  the  whole  account  had  been  made  up  and 
clofed  at  that  time,  and  he  faw  no  reafon  to  alter  his  opi* 
nicn.  Suppofing  it  to  be  true,  as  he  underdood  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  to  affert,  that  the  whole  expencc  of 
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the  war,  up  to  the  date  of  the  lateft  accounts,  (except  a  little 
balance  of  276,000!.)  had  been  provided  for,  without  incur- 
ring a  proportionate  increafe  of  debt,  (the  poflibility  of  which, 
though  he  would  not  difpute,  he  believed  he  ihould  hardly 
admit  on  any  human  evidence)  dill  it  was  obvious  that,  if 
you  applied  your  furplus  to  the  expences  of  the  war,  you 
mud  take  it  from  a  much  better  deftination,  from  the  reduc* 
tion  of  old  debts,  and  from*  the  provifion  of  an  inveftment. 
To  continue  an  old  debt,  which  might  have  been  paid  off, 
was  the  fame  in  eife^l  as  incurring  a  new  one.  To  contrail 
your  inveftment,  or  to  purchafe  it  with  money  fent  from 
England,  or  borrowed  in  India,  when,  without  the  war, 
you  might  have  had  a  much  greater,  without  either  loan  or 
remittance,  was  juft  as  much  an  invafion  of  your  refources, 
and  an  incumbrance  to  your  finances,  as  if  you  had  borrowed 
tor  much  money  direftly  and  avowedly  for  the  fupport  of  the 
war.  The  difference  was  only  in  the  form  of  drawing  up 
the  account.  The  effe£t  and  fubftance  were  the  fam^.  It 
was  a  material  queftion,  Mr.  Francis  faid,  and.aqueftion  to 
be  anfwered ;  did  the  accounts  ftated  by  thexight  honourable 
gentleman  include  all  the  military  charges,  or  did  they  leave 
great  arrears  unprovided  for,  under  the  head  of  Contrails, 
Grain,  Cattle  loft,  &c.,  &c.  ?  Recolle£ling  that,  year  after 
year,  the  arrears  of  the  laft  war  made  part  of  the  annual  dift)urfe- 
ments,  he  declared,  he  fhould  be  furprifed  a  little  at  hearing, 
that  all  the  bullocks,  &c.  were  paid  for  immediately,  and  if 
they  were  to  be  paid  hereaher,  the  real  expence  of  the  war 
was  kept  out  of  fight,  and  left  to  be  provided  for  at  a  future 
diftant  period.  Thefe  arrears  would  be  found  to  slQ.  like  an 
unfunded  debt  on  the  territorial  revenues,  long  after  Lord 
Cornwallis  might  have  quitted  India.  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  well  knew,  that  the  outftanding  claims,  on  ac- 
count of  the  preceding  war,  had  not  been  liquidated  in  lefs 
than  feven  years  after  the  peace.  Were  they  completely  dif« 
charged  at  this  day  i 

On  one  particuhr  iarticle  he  wifhed  for  an  explanation, 
becaufe  he  believed  it  would  be  found  confiderable  in  the 
amount.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that 
JLord  Cornwallis  fubiifted  bis  army  by  grain  got  from  out  of 
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the  enemy's  country.  He  believed,  Mr.  Francis  faid,  that 
the  grain  fo  obtained,  was  confidered  by  the  army  as  prize 
grain,  for  which  they  would  exped  to  be  indemnified  in  mo* 
ney.  He  wiflied  to  know  if  it  was  fo  or  not ;  becaufe  if  it 
vaf ,  there  would,  by  and  by,  be  a  confiderable  claim  on  the 
Company,  or  on  Government,  on  that  head. 

Mr.  Francis  then  faid,  that  he  could  not  fit  down,  with- 
out exprefling  the  furprife  he  felt  at  obferving  that,  on  fuch 
a  day  as  the  prqfent,  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  in  fo 
long  afpeech  about  the  affairs  and  fituation  of  India,  (hould 
nor  have  thought  it  proper  to  fay  one  word  about  the  a£lual 
Hate  of  the  war,  or  to  give  the  Houfe  the  fmalleft  light  or 
expe<^ations  about  its  probable  continuance,  or  in  what  way 
and  at  what  period  it  was  likely  to  be  concluded.     That  gen- 
tleman had  come  into  power  upon  a  declared  fyftem  of  pa- 
cific policy,  and  limited  dominion.     But,  no  fooner  dii  he 
find  himfelf  firmly Teated,  than  this  profeffed  plan,  with  all 
the  fine  principles  belonging  to  it,  was  abandoned,  and  the 
old  fyftem  of  war  and  conqueft,  fo  often  reprobated  and  con- 
demned, and  by  nobody  more  than  himfelf,  was  completely 
refumed.   .  If  we  were  not  driven  by  downright  necelGty  into 
the  prefent  war,  it  muii  be  then,  what  he  had  always  thought 
it,  a  war  of  pure  policy  at  th^  beft  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  of 
mere  ambition.     But,  let  tjie  w^r  be  what  it  would  in  its 
principle  or  its  objcft,  we  had  a  right  to  know  how  it  aSu- 
ally  flood,  by  the  lateft  accounts ;  what  cfFefts  it  had  pro- 
duced^ and  what  we  had  gained  or  fufFered  by  it.     Had  the 
Houfe^  he  afked,  any  idea  of  the  miferies  fufFered  by  the  ar- 
my, of  which  he  did  not  doubt  that  Lord  Cornwallis  had 
his  full  (hare,  miferies  that,  when  they  came  to.be  known, 
would  make  the  ftouteft  heart  tremble,  and  yet  they  were,  from 
time  to  time,  told,  that  the  army  were  always  in  high  fpirits  ? 
Was  it  nothing  to  refledl  on  the  fufFerings  of  countries  where 
the  war  was  carried  on  ?    As  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  fet  him  the  example  of  reading  private  letters,  he  would, 
Mr.  Francis  faid,  take  the  liberty  of  reading  a  few  lines 
from  a  letter  which  he  had  lately  received  from  a  perfon  in 
India,  whofe  fituation  enabled  him  to  be  well  acquainted  with 
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die  fa£l8  he  had  ftated.    Mr.  Francis  then  read  the  follow* 

ing 

**  Extraft  of  a  private  letter  from  India,  dated  in  November^ 

**  The  Mahratta  and  Nizam's  forces  have  burnt,  plun- 
<*  dered,  and  devs^ftated  wherever  they  have  marched,  and  it 
*'  is  impoflible  to  give  any  probable  computation  of  the  num* 
^'  ber  of  unfortunate  people  who  have  already  periffaed  by 
"  this  war,  and  its  confequences ;  but  I  am' confident  I 
"  (hould  not  exceed  the  truth,  if  I  put  it  at  above  one  miU 
"  lion  of  fouls." 

Mr.  Francis  concluded  with  faying,  that  as  he  could 'not 
oppofe  contradiftions  to  what  the  right  honourable  gentle* 
man  Had  dated,  he  muft  content  himfelf  with  the  refleSioU;, 
that  the  right  honourable  gentleman^as  refponfible  not  only 
for  the  truth  of  the  detail  and  ftatements  which  the  Commit- 
tee had  heard,  but  for  all  the  general  conclufions  drawn  from 
them.  Mr.  Francis  declared  that  he  had  hoped  to  have  re- 
ceived fome  aflurance  of  the  probability  of  peace  being  reftored 
to  that  unhappy  country  ;  but  now,  at  the  end  of  two  years, 
in  which  the  war  had  been  carried  on  with  glory  and  fucccfs, 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  left  us,  by  his  profound 
filence  on  the  fubjeft,  to  our  own  opinions  and  conjeSures, 
and  juft  as  much  in  the  dark  as  ever  about  the  probable  end 
of  it. 

Major  SCOTT  faid---I  look  upon  this  day  not  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  a  mere  difcuffion  of  the  accounts  prefented  by 
the  India  Minifter,  but  as  a  day  on  which  we  are  to  confi- 
der  the  paft  and  prefent  ftate  of  our  Eaftern  empire ;  and 
in  that  view  I  iball  trouble  you  with  my  fentiments.  The 
Houfe  well  knows,  that  this  is  the  fixth  year  in  which  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  has  given  us  his  India  budget. 
The  Houfe  alfo  knows,  that  it  is  the  fixth  year  of  the  im- 
peachment of  Mr.  Haftings.  I  am  addrefling  myfelf,  Mr. 
Beaufoy,  to  gentlemen,  to  men  of  fenfe,  of  confcience,  and 
of  honour ;  but  how  they  can  reconcile  it  to  their  confci- 
cnces,  or  to  honour,  to  approve^  as  they  do,  year  after 
year,  of  every  flatement  delivered  to  them  by  the  right  ho- 
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nourable  gentleman,  and  which  I  believe,  and  indeed  knov 
to  be  ftridlly  true;  how  they  can  agree  with  him,  year  af- 
ter year,  that  India  is  in  amoft  flourifliing  ftate,  and  Ben- 
gal the  beft  governed  country  in  India — how  they  can  alfo 
fi^ree,  y^ar  after  year,  in  thofe  reprefentations  which  are 
annually  made,  in  their  name,  in  Weftminfter,Hall,  by  the 
Managers  of  this  Houfe,  manifeflly  and  direflly  contradift* 
ing  every  thing  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ftates 
here ;  how  they  can  hear  them  reprefent  Bengal  as  a  coun- 
try defolated  and  deftroyed ;  the  natives  fufFering  under  the 
inoft  grievous  oppreffion  :  how,  I  fay,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  gen- 
tlemen, pofleiTed  of  common  feeling,  can  fubmit  to  fuch 
iniferable  contradidlions,  is  to  me  indeed  moil  aflonifhing* 
The  time,  however,  will  come,  I  am  confident,  when  the 
Houfe  will  be  afhaixied  of  fuch  difgraceful  tranfa£tions,  and 
fhe  coijcern  it  has  had  in  them.  Before  I  proceed  farther, 
I  beg  to  take  notice  of  fomething  that  has  fallen  from  an 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Francis)  with  whom  I  have 
differed  on  the  fubje£k  of  India,  from  the  moment  we  both 
entered  this  Houfe;  yet,  Sir,  unlefs  the  India  Minifters 
^ould  be  proved  to  have  given  falfe  accounts  to  Parliament, 
which  is'impoffible,  I  will  boldly  fay,  that  fo  far  from  over- 
rating the  value  of  our  Indian  poiTefiions,  I  have  at  all  times 
ilated  them  at  lefs  than  they  produced.  But,  fays  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  **  Bengal  is  a  declining  country.*'— 
Upon  my  word,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  it  is  with  wonder,  and  fome- 
thing more  than  wonder,  that  I  f^nd  the  honourable  gentle- 
man ftill  perfifting  in  fo  ftrange  an  aflertion,  againft  fuch  a 
rtafs  of  irrefiftible  evidence,  that  proves  the  reyerfe.  There 
is  no  fpecies  of  proof  that  can  be  called  for,  which  is  not 
before  us,  upon  this  point.  You  have  an  account  of  the 
refources  of  Bengal  for  the  laft  twenty-five  years.  The 
revenue  arifing  from  land  is  three  millions  fterling  a  year. 
Can  a  country  be  ruined,  which  produces,  for  fo  many 
years,  fo  equal  a  revenue  ?  The  other  refources  of  the 
Government  of  Bengal,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  well 
knows,  have  been  annually  improving^  from  the  moment 
Mr.  Haftings  arrived  in  Bengal      But  the  honourable  gen- 
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tleman  has  now  produced  a  new,  and  a  moft  refpe£^able 
evidence,  Earl  Cornwallis.  That  noble  Lord  declared,  as 
he  tells  you,  in  September  1789,  that  one  third  of  Bengal 
was  a  defert.  He  did  fo ;  but  would  it  not»  Mr.  Beaufoy^ 
have  been  candid  and  fair  in  the  honourable  gentleman,  to 
hare  told  you  what  his  Lord(hip*s  friend,  Mr.  Shore,  faid 
in  anfwer  to  that  remark  ?  It  was,  that  if  one  third  of  Ben- 
gal was  a  defert  in  1789,  two  thirds  were  in  that  fituation 

/twenty  years  before;  fince,  in  fa6l,  Bengal  had  greatly  in- 
creafed  in  population  and  agriculture  during  the  Englifh 
Government,  The  very  fame  evidence  was  given  by  Mr. 
Sh..»c,  on  oath,  in  Weftminfter  Halh  Every  man  of  con- 
fciencefmce,  whofe  brain  is  not  turned  by  his  prejudices, 
has  faid  the  fame  tiling ;  the  public  accounts  prove  it ;  and 
it  is  folly  to  doubt  the  truth  of  the  fadl.  Yet,  Mr.  Beau- 
foy,  forry  and  a(hamed  am  I  to  confefs,  I  bluih  for  my 
country,  and  for  this  Houfe,  when  I  fay  that  the  honour- 
able gentleman  can  quote  high  and  commanding  autho- 
rity in  fupport  of  his  aflertions,  extravagant  as  they  are. 

.  The  journals  of  this  Houfe  fay  alfo,  that  bengal  is  a  de- 
clining country,  oppreffed,  ruined,  and  deftroyed.  But 
allow  me  to  add.  Sir,  that  for  the  fix  following  years,  the 

,  journals  alfo  contain  the  refolutions  moved  by  the  India 
Minifter,  which  prove  the  falfehood  and  the  folly  of  the 
articles,  which  are  fo  filled  with  ruin  and  deftrudlion.— — 
That  both  Ihr.uld  ftand  upon  the  journals,  is,  in  my  opi- 
nion, a  high  difgrace  to  the  dignity  of  Parliament.  And 
now,  to  return  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  After 
giving  us  the  fame  flattering  account  this  year  as  in  former 
years,  after  dating  the  refources  of  the  Bengal  Government 
at  five  millions  hnd  a  half,  or  very  near  it,  he  fays  that 
the  Company's  aiFairs  have  improved  above  one  million  fter- 
ling  a  year,  for  the  four  years  from  1786  to  1790.  I  be- 
lieve him  ;  I  entertain  no  doubt  of  the  fa<3  ;  'and  without 
any  exaggeration,  or  mifreprefentation,  I  will  fhew  the 
Houfe,  how  the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  got  that 
annual  million  of  which  he  boafts.  It  arifes  from  fources 
actually  created  by  Mr.  HaAings,  and  branded  upon  your 
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jonrnah  with  every  opprobrious  epithet  that  the  malignity 

of  man  can  beftow  upon  them, 

Increafed  rent  of  Benares        -  £•  170,000 

Salt        -  -  -  600,000 

Opium  -  -  -  140,000 

Oude  -  .  -  200,000 


Total  -  -       1,110,000 


To  avoid  cavil,  Sir,  I  have  ftated  thefe  refources  at  left 
than  they  really  are.  The  truth  is,  that  the  total  refources 
of  Bengal,  when  Mr.  Haftings  left  it,  were  more  than  two 
millions  a  year  higher  than  when  he  came  to  it  ;  but  for 
what  he  has  done,  under  th^ fe  four  heads,  he  is  branded  by 
difgraceful  epithets  upon  your  journals.  At  this  very  mi- 
nute he  is  defending  hi mfelfagainft  the  Benares  charge,  and 
fuch  is  the  difgraceful  inconiiftency  of  the  King^s  India  Mi- 
nifler,  that  he  takes  each  year,  without  a  fcruple,  what, 
upon  his  ideas,  are  the  wages  of  iniquity.  He  has  no  ob- 
je£tion  to  the  Public  receiving  the  increafed  rent  of  Benares, 
and  perfecuties  Mr.  Hadings  for  having  procured  it.  The 
time  will  come,  I  am  confident,  when  fuch  condufl  mufl 
be  univerfally  reprobated.  Sir,  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman has,  as  ufual,  given  you  a  very  copious  detail  of  the 
income  and  expenditure  of  India  for  the  paft  year.  He 
knows  that  I  always  concurred  with  him  in  opinion. that 
the  expences  of  this  war  were  infinitely  over- ftated  by 
many  gentlemen,  but  ftill  I  believe  he  will  find,  that  when 
the  arrears  are  brought  in,  the  accounts  before  him  will 
not  include  all  the  expences  properly  belonging  to  the  laft 
year.  All  the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  faid,  is  well 
calculated  to  raife  the  ftock,  which,  I  think,  ought  to  be 
higher ;  and  I  am  fure  I  wilh  the  welfare  of  the  Company 
as  much  as  he  can  do ;  yet  fomething  he  has  omitted  to  fay, 
is  likely  to  deprefs  it  *.  He  has  not  given  us  a  fingle  word 
as  to  the  probable  duration  of  the  war^  or  the  probable  ad- 

*  Major  Scott  wai  right ;  for  Indh  flock  fell  the  next  morniD^. 
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vantages  likely  to  refult,  on  the  deftradlion  of  Tippoo'j 
power.     I  will  endeavour  toireftify  this  omiffion>  by  giir* 
ing  the  fentiments  of  a  well-informed  officer  on  the  fpot, 
who  believes  the  overthrow  of  Tippoo  to  be  certain,  and 
who  exprefles  a  hope,  that  on  the  reftoration  of  peace,  we 
fhall  poffefs  all  the  Country  between  Madras  and  Manga- 
lore,  including  as  much  of  the  table  land  of  Myfore  as  takes 
in  Seringapatam  and  Bangalore.     I  hope,  and  believe,  Mr. 
Beaufoy,  that  fuch  a  partition  will  take  place,  and  that 
there  is  no  idea  of  peace,  fhort  of  future  fecurity.     But 
the  right  honourable  gentleman's  total  filence  on'thls  fub* 
jedl  will,  I  am  confident,  create  confiderable  alarm.  After 
fuch  repeated  afls  of  barbarity  and  treachery  as  we  have 
experienced  from  Tippoo>  even  in  the  hour  of  his  diftrefs^ 
what  faith  can  be  placed  in  him  in  future?    The  anhihila'^ 
tion  of  his  power  is,  therefore,  a,moft  important  objeft. 
Theright  honourable  gentleman  takes  credit  for  confider* 
able  fums  from  the  Carnatic  and  Tanjore,  both  which  are 
procured  by  a  moft  flagrant  and  avowed  breach  of  treaty* 
Sir,  ftying  this,  I  wifh  to  be  underftood  as  not  meaning  to 
caft  the  flightell  imputation  upon  the  charafbers  either  o( 
Lord   Cornwallis  or  General  Meadows.     Circum fiances 
will  juftify  in  them  that  conduft  for  which  the  India  Mi- 
nifter  has  no  excufe.      The  India  Minifter,    when  Mr# 
Haftings  recommended  it  to  Lord  Macartney  to  take  the 
refources  of  Tanjore,  in   order  to  fave  the  Carnatic,  en- 
tered a  refolution  upon  the  journals  of  this  Houfe,  ddclar* 
ing  that  fuch  a  meafure  would  be  a  breach  of  treaty,  and 
would  tend  to  the  ruin  of  the  country.     He  afterwards  or- 
ders a  treaty  to  be  concluded  with  the  Nabob,  and  anothet 
with  the  Rajah,  by  which  the  Company  are  hound,  under 
no  poffible  circumftance,  to   feize  either  the  Carnatic  or 
Tanjore.     He  approves  the  treaties  when  made*     General 
Meadows  fairly  and  honeftly  declares,  thar  the  proviftons 
in  thofe  treaties  are  futile  and  inefficient,  and  that  in  war 
they  niuft  have  recourfe  to  meafures   very  different  from 
thofe  provided  in  Sir  A,  Campbell's  treaty.      When  the 
Nabob  holds  up  that  treaty  to  the  a£ling  Governor^  in  the 
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General's  abfence,  he  exprefles  his  furprife  that  his  High- 
nefs  fliould  talk  of  the  treaty,  when  he  tells  them  the  pr6- 
viGons  of  the  trca^ty  are  •ineflScient.  The  countries  are 
feized ;  the  Nabob  complains  moil  violently  to  every  branch 
of  the  Government  of  this  country ;  but,  in  contradiction 
to  every  principle  he  has  ever  held,  inftead  of  ordering  the 
country  to  be  reftored  to  its  acknowledged  fovereign,  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  and  another  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  gave  their  entire  approbation  to  the 
ad.  I  own.  Sir,  1  am  very  forry  that  an  honourable  and 
learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Anftruther)  has  given  up  that 
motion  which  he  pledged  himfelf  to  make  upon  this  fubje£t. 
I  was  curious,  indeed,  to  know  how  the  India  Minifter 
would  reconcile  wh^it  he  has  now  done,  with  his  refolutions 
of  1782,  or  with  his  votes  upon  the  impeachment  of  Mr. 
Haflings.  Undoubtedly,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  I  have  taken  much 
pains  to  fift  this  bufinefs  thoroughly,  and  I  have  p'ublifhed 
my  fentiments  upon  it,  under  the  fignature  of  "  Afiaticus," 
not  from  a  wifh  to  conceal  myfelf,  I  aflure  you.  A  right 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  has  done  me  the  honour, 
in  former  times,  to  pay  me  fome  very  flattering  compli* 
ments,  for  the  uncommon  accuracy  with  which  I  had  given 
India  details  in  thlb  Houfe.  He  has  lately  fpoke  of  me  in 
as  contemptuous  a  manner  as  parliamentary  freedom  could 
warrant.  But,  Sir,  the  change  is  in  him ;  I  have  not  al- 
tered my  fentiments  nor  my  language ;  and  I  defy  the  in- 
genuity of  man  to  reconcile  the  condu£k  of  Minifters,  who 
are  now  profecuting  Mr.  Haflings,  for  breaches  of  treaty, 
of  which  you  cannot  find  one  man  to  complain,  and  for 
meafures,  the  advantages  of  which  they  take  without 
fcruple,  while  they  approve  a  palpable  violation  of  faith, 
to  the  firft  and  oldeft  ally  of  the  Company,  who  has  com- 
plained, moft  loudly,  though  vainly,  of  their  condufl. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  was  fo  well  aware  of  the 
force  of  this  argument,  that  at  firft  he  denied  thete  was 
any  breach  of  treaty  at  all,  and  acknowledged  that  he  fhould 
be  barred  from  every  plea  of  defence  before  the  Public,  if 
he  were  capable  of  approving  an  a£lual  violation  of  faith 
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towards  the  Nabob  of  Arcot,  and  cpntihue  to  profecuter 
Mr.  Haftings  for  a  fuppofed  breac];i  of  treaty^  Sir,  I  thank 
the  Houfe  for  their  indulgence,  and  once  more  beg  to  appeal 
to  them  as  men,  and  as  gentlemen.  Let  them  confider  the 
'^iituatlon  in  which  they  are  annually  put ;  agreeing  with 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  that  India  is  dourifhing  ; 
agreeing  with  theManagers  that  it  is  ruined ;  agreeing  with 
the  Minifter  that  our  refources  in  India  have  been  improved, 
and  are  yet  improving ;  taking,  wit\iout  a  fcruple,  every 
rupee  that  Mr.  Haftings  procured,  yet  profecuting  "him'for 
having  procured  them.  Thcfe,  Mr.  BeauFoy,  are  a  few, 
and  but  a  few,  of  the  ihameful  contrAdiflions  in  which  we 
jare  involved  on  the  fubjedl  of  India.  The  Public  has  long 
feen  them  ;  ani  1  truft  the  time  will  foon  come,  when  we 
fliall  all  be  heartily  afliamed  of  them* 

Mr.  VANSITTART,  in  reply  to  what  Mr.  Francis  had 
jfaid,  as  to  the  mode  of  letting  lanis  in  Bengal  for  ten  years, 
declared  that  the  cuftoi^  had  ol)tained  for  Upwards  of  thirty 
years  in  the  province  of  Bednapore^  and  the  province  ad- 
joining,  and  by  the  moue  of  felling  the  land  in  default  of 
payment  of  the  revenue,  (which  was  no  proof  of  the  aflefc 

r 

xnent  of  revenue  not  being  moderate)  the  revenue  was  col- 
iefted  eafily,  and  all  forts  of  pnnifKments  to  enforce  its  col- 
leiSlioii,  were  rendered  unneceffary. 

Mr*  FRANCIS  faid  a  word  or  two  in  explanation. 

General  SMITH  faid  it  was  impoflible,  after  what  he 
had  heard,  for  him  not  to  rife*  It  had  been  faid,  that  tbfe 
ftate  of  the  Bengal  revenue  was  good;  forhis  part  he  though"t 
it  too  good.  He  had  all  along  faid,  the  Governor  General 
muftbe  his  own  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  yet  he  could 
not  have  thought  he  would  have  proved  fo  good  a  one.— 
Frovifion  he  had  faid  from  all  the  provinces  in  India,  would 
be  procured  to  fupply  the  Britifh  army;  the  nature  of  thte 
cafe  abfolutely  required  it,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  the 
event  of  the  war  would  turn  out  favourably  to  this  country. 
He  could  not  bear  to  hear  it  faid,  that  it  was  a  war  of  po* 
licy.  He  (hould  ever  contend,  that  it  was  a  war  of  necef- 
fity  and  a  war  of  honour^  and  the  fuccefs  of  it  hithertOj  as 
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well  as  the  ftatc  of  the  expences  of  it,  were,  he  declared,  be- 
yond his  moft  fanguine  expe(9ion$.     With  regard  to  fend- 
ing our  money  to  India,    if  money  was  required  there,  it 
mui^be  fent;  when  he  was  a  young  man  and  ferved  in  In- 
dia, it  was  by  that  means  that  we  were  enabled  to  preferve 
our  pofleflions  and  carry  on  the  former  war.     He  reminded 
the  Committee,  that  on  a  former  occafion  he  had  faid,  be 
wilhed  peace  never  to  be  made  between  Tippoo  Saib  and 
Great  Britain,  till  the  former  was  extirpated ;  and  in  that 
declaration  he  was  juftified,    becaufe  it  had  been  clearly 
proved,   that  when  Tippoo  figned  the  treaty  of  Coimba- 
Jore,  he  immediately  broke  it,    and  inftead  of  letting  the 
^arrifon  march  out  as  was  ftipulated,  he  fent  them  all  pri- 
foners  up  the  country.     That  laft  a£k  of  treachery,   were 
there  no  other,  ought  to  teach  us  how  to  deal  with  Tippoo, 
and  when  he  reflected  on  the  number  of  our  gallant  country- 
inen,    who  had  been  murdered  by  him,    not  only  general 
officers,  but  fubalterns,  and  private  foldiers,  and  that  no 
faith  was  to  be  held  with  fo  faithlefs  a  tyrant,  he  was  con- 
vinced, he  was  more  than  ever  fixed  in  his  opinion,  and  he 
trufted,  therefore,  that  we  (hould  not  make  peace  in  India^ 
till  Tippoo  Saib  was  extirpated. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  that  money  had  been  paid 
out  of  the  revenues  of  1790  and  1791,  for  the  expences  of 
the  war,  and  that  he  could  not  think  the  atmual  refources, 
after  the  ordinary  expences,  would  leave  a  furplus  adequate 
to  the  expence  of  carrying  it  on.  From  his  knowledge  of 
the  country  in  time  of  war,  he  could  ftate  that  the  grain 
for  fubfifting  the  troops  was  prijicipally  taken  in  theenemy*t 
country,  and  aflced  whether  grain  fo  taken  wa<!  not  reck- 
oned prize-money  to  the  captors  of  it,  for  which  they  were 
afterwards  to  be  paid,  and  not  grain  paid  for  at  the  time  it 
was  brought  to  the  army ;  of  courfe  if  it  was  fo,  there  mud 
be  an  arrear  due  upon  that  ftore  which  was  not  Included  i«i 
tbe^-ight  honourable  gentleman's  ftatement  of  the  lofs  in- 
curred by  the  war.  He  likewife  dated,  that  the  war  con- 
traSs  for  bullocks,  &c.  were  not  paid  at  the  time,  nor  any 

allowance  made  to  the  contraflors,    but  for  fuch  as  were 
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killed  or  rendered  ufelefs  for  fervice.     He  next  made  fome 
remarks  on  the  retreat  from  before  Seringapata;Ti,    and  the 
diftrefles  attending  both  Lord  Cornwallis  and  General*Aber- 
crombie*s  army,  from  all  wliich  he  contended  from  his  own 
experience  and  knowledge  of  that  country,    that  the  ex- 
penccs  of  the  war  niuft  greatly  exceed  the  fta-ement.     He 
faid  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  introduced  private 
correfpondence  from  public  meo>  which  looked  as  if  thofe 
in  high  fituations  from  India  chofe  to  communicate  agree- 
able intelligence  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  by  pri- 
vate letters,  though  they  did  not  think  themfelves  warranted 
'  to  do  it  in  public  oflScial  difpatches,    which  might  rather 
have  been  looked  for  from  them.     From  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  fought  for  informa- 
tion, and  from  his  prefent  fituation,  it  was  not  likely  that 
any  unpleafant  accounts  would  be  fent  to  him ;    however, 
that  did  not  invalidate  in  the  leaft  the  information  which 
other  gentlemen  might  receive  from  that  country.     He  had 
always  been  of  opinion,  that  our  alliances  with  the  Mah- 
rattas  was  a  difgrace  to  this  country  ;    and  he  had  before 
ilated  his  fufpicions  concerning  them,  ,with  his  information 
now  confirmed  him  he  was  well  grounded  in.     A  circum- 
ftance  had  come  to  his  knowledge  fince  he  entered  the  Houfe, 
which  might  not  be  generally  known,   but  which  came  in 
a  letter  from  a  pcrfon  high  in  fituation,  and  upon  whofe  au- 
thority he  could  rely  with  the  grtateft  confidence.     He 
would  only  read  two  lines  of  the  letter  which  gave  an  ac- 
count of  the  treachery  of  the  Mahrattas,  and  their  conftant 
endeavours  to'  promote  defertion  amongfl  the  European 
troops.     He  concluded  with  fome  general  remarks  on  the 
general  fyflem  of  Mr.  Dundas  on  the  Government  of  In- 
dia,   and  regretted  that  there  was  no  probability  that  his 
Jionourable  friend  (Mr.  Anftruther)  could  bring  forward 
his  motion  this  feffion,  relative  to'the  feizure  of  the  Carna- 
ti*from  tjie  Nabob  of  Arcot;   a  meafurethat  he  knew  of 
no  principle  or  argument  by  which  it  could  be  juflificd. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  faid,  he  had  been  particularly  al- 
luded to  by  feveral  gentlemen  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate^ 
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on  the  fabje£t  of  a  motion  which  he  had  given  notice  of, 
biit  which,  without  any  fault  of  his,  or  ^e  believed  any 
blame  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppoflte,  had 
been  unavoidably  poftponed.  An  honourable  Membe^ 
(Mr.  Scott)  had  thought  it  was  impofTible  that  thofe  who 
voted  for  impeaching  Mr.  Haftings,  could  fupport  the  con- 
du£l  of  Lord  Cornwall  is  and  General  Meadows  on  this* 
point;  for  his  part  he  faw  no  difficulty ;  for  though  he  con- 
demned the  mcafure,  yet  he  did  not  condemn  the  men^ 
becaufe  from  the  circumftances  at  the  time,  it  might  have 
appeared  to  them  to  be  a  proper  meafure,  though  he  thought 
otherwife;  on  the  other  hand,  he  believed  in  his  confcience 
that  Mr.  Haftings's  condudt  could  not  be  juirified,  becaufe 
it  appeared  to  him  that  Mr.  Haftings  proceeded  upon  diflio- 
neft  and  corrupt  motives.  He  begged  again  to  ftate,  that 
by  condemning  the  meafure,  he  never  meant  to  condemn 
Lord  Cornwallisor^General  Meadows;  but  he  ought  rather 
to  fay,  that  the  purport  of  his  motion  was  to  inftitute  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  that  being  granted,  the  Houfe 
would,  no  doubt,  a£t  as  became  their  wifdom. 

Major  SCOTT  rofe  after  Mr.  Anftruther,  and  aflured  . ' 
him,  that  he  never  had  an  idea  of  troubling  himfelf  about 
the  honourable  gentleman,  or  hisfentiments;  but  he  defied 
any  man  to  reconcile  the  Minifter's  condufl  to  any  one  jus- 
tifiable principle;  as  he  had  condemned  in  Mr.  Haftings, 
what  he  had  highly  approved  in  others. 

General  SMITH  faid,  that  he  was  called  up  by  an  after- 
tion  of  an  honourable  Member  (Mr.  Maitland),  that  the 
Mahrattas  encouraged  our  foldicrs  to  defert;  he  believed  it 
might,  and  ought  to  be  explained,  that  there  were  feveral 
European  officers  and  men  in  the  Mahratta  camp,  who 
might  naturally  wifli  to  increafe  their  number;  but  while 
the  Mahrattas  were  our  allies,  this  could  not  be  called  de- 
fertion. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  the  honourable  gentleman  was 
completely  miftaken  with  regard  to  the  faft  he  had  ftated^ 
for  it  was  not  to  the  Mahratta  camp,    nor  within  thirty 
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miles  of  it,   that  thofe  men  deferted,  but  to  places  in  the 
country,  where  they  could  be  of  no  poffible  fervice  to  us. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  faid,  that  h»  did  not  mean  to  enter 
into  the  hufmefs  of  the  night,  what  particularly  called  bim 
up  was,  to  make  fome  obfervations  on  a  cuftom  that  feem- 
ed  to  prevail  lately  with  gentlemen  in  almoft  every  debate. 
It  was,  that  of  reading  letters  and  papers,  without  ftating 
'  from  what  authority  they  came.  He  thought,  whenever 
a  letter  was  read,  the  name  of  the  writer  fhould  be  ftated, 
becaufe  the  credit  which  it  ought  to  have  with  the  Houfe 
and  the  public,  depended  entirely  upon  the  authority  from 
whence  it  came. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  if  the  honourable  gentlemaa 
alluded  to  any  letter  or  paper  brought  forward  by  him,  gr 
any  pf  his  friends  on  that  fide  of  the  Houfe,    who  were 
not  now  in  their  places,  he  muft  inform  him  that  they  had 
upon  no  occafion  don«  fo  but  when  they  were  fully  con- 
vinced that  their  authority  was  true^  and  their  information 
good.     With  regard  to  giving  up  the  name  of  the  perfon 
who  wrote  the  letter  he  had  read,    he  had  no  authority  to 
do  fo,  and  it  might  be  imprudent ;  but  be  would  freely  fay, 
that  it  came  from  an  honourable  and  refpeftable  character 
at  the  fame  time  the  honourable  gentleman  and  the  Houfe 
mtifl  be  aware  how  delicate  was  the  fituation  of  an  officer 
who  was  writing  from  a  camp  and  wifhed  in  confidence  to 
give  his  friend  information,  and  yet  if  that  was  imprudently 
ufed,  might  be  liable  to  very  feriousconfequences,  particu- 
larly in  India,    where  it  was  well  known  fuch  pains  had 
been  taken  to  fupprefs  all  correfpondence  if  unfavourable, 
however  true. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  ftill  maintained  his  propofition,  bat 
declared  that  he  did  not  mean  to  allude  to  any  particular  per- 
fon; he  only  fpoke  againft  the  cuflom,  as  it  might  occa- 
fionally  give  a  turn  to  a  debate,  and  authority  beoppofedto 
argument. 

Sir  J.  S.  ERSKINE  faid,  Mr.  Dundas  had  fet  the  ex- 
ample by  reading  private  letters  from  public  men.  Kb 
likewife  mentioned  the  pains  taken  to  prevent  corrcfpon- 
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dehce  from  India;  and  thought  it  was  the  authority  of  the 
reader  of  a  letter  in  that  Houfe  that  was  to  he  locked  to 
ttiore  than  the  name  of  the  writer;  and  the  degree  of  credit 
which  the  Houfe  would  naturally  give,  was  in  proportion 
to  the  authority  it  came  from.  As  to  authority  prevailing 
over  argument,  that  was  fometimes  feen  in  the  Houfe;  but, 
certainly,  from  all  that  h3tl  happened  lately,  it  was  not  to  ht 
dreaded  from  that  fide  of  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  explained,   and 

Mr.  ANS  I  RUTHF.R  faid,  the ohjeflion  was  irnegular, 
as  any  gentleman  might  read  a  paper  as  part  of  his  fpeech, 
Hfe  contended  that  the  fituation  of  an  officer  writing  from 
India  was  peculiarly  delicate  becaufe  his  future  hopes  and 
promotion  might  depend  upon  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man oppofite. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  rofe  chiefly  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Francis;  he  contended  that  the  frequency  of  fa^es  was  no 
argument  againft  the  moderate  aff^flment  of  rents,  except 
it  was  argued  from  analogy  to  this  country,  that  lands 
when  too  high  rented  mud  be  fold,  becaufe  the  tenants 
tannot  pay;  might  not  landlords  in  that  country,  as  well 
as  this,  be  fpendthrifts,  and  diffipate  their  property,  fo  as 
to  embezzle  what  ought  to  go  to  the  payment  of  their  tri- 
bute. With  regard  to  his  own  refpofifibility,  he  confidered 
himfelf  no  farther  refponfible  than  to  give  a  fair  ftatempnt 
from  the  accounts  he  had  received.  However,  he  did  give 
thofe  ftatements  without  any  doubt  or  hefitation,  becaufe 
he  was  perfectly  fatisfied  arid  convinced  that  they  were  fair 
and  likely  to  fulfil  all  he  prediSed  with  regard  to  the  income 
of  India.  He  replied  to  what  had  been  faid  of  bullock  con- 
tra£ls,  which  were  now  fupplied  by  agency.  He  believed 
the  article  of  his  ftatement,  alluded  to,  included  all  ex- 
pences,  and  that  there  were  no  arrears  to  be  expeSed;  as  to 
the  price  of  grain,  he  would  only  fay,  that  when  Lord 
CornwaHis  Tent  parties  to  coUeft  grain  for  the  troops,  and 
invited  thofe  who  had  it,  to  fell  it  to  him,  he  certainly  paid 
for  it,  and  it  was  all  included  in  the  eftimate.  He  could 
not  f«e  that  the  letter  which  had  been  read  anywife  affeftcd 
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his  arguments,  or  the  queftion  before  the  Committee.--^— 
They  were  not  debating  whether  we  ought  to  have  the 
Mahrattas,  as  allien;,  but  furely  if  they  were  not  wkh  us> 
they  would  be  againft  us,  and  there  could  be  little  doubt 
which  was  to  be  preferred.  He  adhered  to  all  his  former 
opinions  on  thecondudkof  Lord  Cornwallis,  General  Mea- 
dows, and  Mr.  Haftings,  relative  to  the  Carnatic  and  Na* 
bob  of  Arcot,  and  maintained  that  the  two  former  had  not 
taken  a  fingle  rupee  from  him  improperly  or  unjufty;  all 
that  was  done  was  owing  to  his  breaking  treaty  with  us. 
When  gentlemen  quoted  any  thing,  he  faid,  he  wifhed 
them  to  quote  fairly,  and  with  the  context,  and  not  to 
pick  out  words  here  and  there,  for  the  purpofe  of  cavil- 
ling. 

Major  SCOTT  defired  one  word  to  explain,  in  anfwer 
to  Mr.  Dundas.  He  faid,  it  was  abfurd  to  repeat  that  we 
had  not  broke  the  treaty  with  the  Nabob.  Our  Governors 
abroad  allowed  that  we  had.  The  right  honourable  gentle- 
man  fays,  that  the  Nabob  was  backward  in  his  payments. 
Suppofe  he  was,  the  treaty  forefaw  the  event,  direfled  what 
meafures  were  to  be  taken  in  cafe  of  arrears ;  but  inftead  of 
having  recourfe  to  thofe  meafures,  we  feized  the  whole 
country,  in  dire£l  and  avowed  violation  of  the  treaty^  and 
the  King's  Minifters  ^  approved  the  a£t. 

Mr.  DAVID  SCOTT  faid,  he  certainly  fliould  not  have 
intruded  himfelf  on  the  notice  of  the  Houfe  on  that  occa-> 
fion,  were  it  not  that  an  honourable  gentleman  over  the 
way  (Mr.  Francis)  hail  dropped  fome  opinions  in  regard  to 
our  ppfleflions  abroad  being  in  a  declining  (late,  particu- 
larly Bengal,  which,  he  conceived,  he  could  throw  fuch 
lights  upon,  as  would  place  thofe  opinions  in  a  very  diffe- 
rent point  of  view.  As  a  difcuffion,  however,  had  taken 
place  in  regard  to  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  reading 
private  letters  to  the  Houfe  without  the  names  of  the  wri- 
ters, and  alfo  as  to  the  weight  of  evidence  due  to  the  letters 
produced  that  night,  he  would  firftgive  his  opinion  on  that 
fubjedl.  He  could  not  fay  that  he  thought  it  would  be  fair 
to  infift  upoh  the  honourable  gentleman  pver  the  way  (Ma- 
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jor  Maitland)  giving  up  the  author  of  the  letter  he  had 
ready  for,  as  he  had  properly  remarked,  it  might,  if  the 
author  of  it  was  in  a  dependant  fituation  in  India,  hurt  him 
with  his  fuperiors.  So  far  he  agreed  with  the  honourable 
gentleman  over  the  way;  but  they  would,  he  dared  fay, 
take  it  for  granted,  that  it  only  had  the  credit  fucli  evidence 
merited  with  the  Houfe.  His  right  honourable  friend  gave 
letters  fromgentlemen  whom  he  named;  men  of  the  firft 
chara6ler,  and  high  in  office  abroad  :  the  Governor  and 
Members  of  the  Council  at  Madras.  The  honourable  gen- 
tleman on  the  other  fide,  gave  them  letters,  or  in  other 
words,  the  z/^y^^Ar^of  inviHbles.  Of  courfe,  the  influence 
of  the  honourable  gentleman's  letter,  in  the  fcale  of  evi- 
dence, would  be  to  that  of  the  letter  from  his  right  honour- 
able friend,  as  the  ipfe  dixit  of  an  inviGble  being  was  to  the 
moft  fttfpe&able  authority  in  India.  He  fhould  beg  leave 
to  anfwer  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Francis)  who 
had  given  them  his  gloomy. ideas  on  the  declining  ftate  of 
Bengal,  and  our  other  pofieflions.  The  honourable  gentle- 
man had  inflanced  in  the  advertifementsof  old  Gazettes  faid 
to  come  from  Bengal,  that  at  two  different  places,  villages 
had  been  fold,  becaufe  the  renters  could  not  pay  their  rent, 
which,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  had  faiJ,  was  a  proof 
of  the  country  being  rack  rented.  Such  fales  could  be  no 
proof;  for  in  fuch  an  extenfive  country,  could  they  fup- 
pofe  no  extravagant  pofleffors?  Muft  there  not  be  extraVa-^ 
gant  heirs  there  as  well  as  here,  and  every  where  elfe  ?  Ho 
faid,  he  would  however  lead  the  honourable  gentleman  to  a 
better  criterion,  which  he  would  find  in  that  Houfe.  Let 
him  take  a  comparative  view  of  the  period  when  he  was  in 
Bengal,  and  the  prefent  time,  and  he  would  fee  that  there 
was  not  one  fifth  of  the  annual  defalcation  of  the  revenue 
at  prefent  that  was  ufual  then.  Of  courfe,  the  rent  was  fof 
much  lighter  to  the  farmers.  As  to  the  fcarcity  of  fpecie 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  mentioned  at  Bengal,  the 
anfwer  was  eafy;  filver  was  in  fuch  abundance  at  China, 
Bombay  and  Madras,  that  it  had  begun  its  route  to  Bengal. 
Vol.  XXXIII.  '         Gg 
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Silver  found  its  level  like  water,  and  by-and-by  it  would  be 
overabundant  at  Bengal,    fo  would  travel  back  again.— 
There  were  points  obvious  to  all  nien^s  minds  at  all  acq  uainted 
with  commerce,  and  muft  be  perfedHy  fa  to  the  honourable 
gentleman,  he  was  perfuaded,  when  he  chofe  to  exercife  his^ 
reflt'Sion.     The  lionourable  gentleman  had  quoted  a   mi- 
nute of  Lord  Cornwallis  in  1789,    faying  that  near  one 
third  of  Bengal  wa»  a  jungle;    he  would  go  farther  thart 
Lord  Cornwallis,  and  declare,  that  he  recollected  the  day 
when    nearly  one   half  wa^  in  a  defert  ftate.     But  it  had 
been  for  feveral  years  rapidly  improving.     When  that  ho- 
nouraMe  gpntlenwn  was  in  Bengal,    there  were  only   two 
Engliih  plantations  commencing,  that  did  not  yield  io,oool. 
pt^oduce.     Whereas  the  plantations  of  Englifh  fubjcdts  now 
yielded  250,000,  in  Indigo,  piece  goods,  &c.  &c,  all  ma- 
nufaftured  on  their  own  ground.     At  Bombay,  money,  he 
faid,  was  at  6  per  cent,  per  annum :  at  Madras  at  8  :  a  cer- 
tain fign  of  plenty;   and  the  Company*s  paper  at  the  firft 
place  was  near  par,  and  at. the  latter,  as  had  been  ftated> 
bearing  a  premium.     Could  there  be  ftronger  figns  o/prof- 
perity?     The  papers  on  the  tabJe  fliewed  the  regular  pro- 
greffive  revenue.     They  had  unqueftionable  proofs  of  the 
tonnageof  India  beii>g  largely  increafed;  of  the  exports  from 
our  ports  in  it  being  alfo  greatly  increafed*     In  (hort,  he 
would  encroach  on  the  Houfe  no  longer  than  by  remarking 
that  if  proof  of  an  increafing  revenue,,  an  increafing  con>- 
mcrce,    an  increafing  agriculture,  and  an  increafing  popu- 
lation, werediftinguifhing  n>arksof  profperity,  our  poflef- 
fions  in  India  had  profperity  in  a  fuperlative  degree.     Mr» 
Scott  concluded  with  declaring,  that  he  begged  pardon  for 
keeping  the  Houfe  fo  long,  but  could  not  help  fitting  down 
with  great  farisfaflion,    at  having  it  in  his  power  to  bear 
fuch  teftrmony  to  the  fuperior  condu£t  of  the  Government 
abroad,  and  the  great  profperity  attendjr^g  it. 
.    Major  MAITLAND  ftill  infifted  that  grain  taken  m 
an  enemy^s  country  was  the  fame  as^rize-money*     As  ta 
the  Nabob  of  Arcot,  it  was  tru^  they  did  not  take  a  iingU 
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rupee  from  him ;  bccaufe  by  the  treaty  they  had  not  left 
him  one.  The  only  thing  he  had  was  his  civil  Government, 
and  that  they  now  had  taken. 

Mr.  Dundas,  Mr.  Maitland,  General  Smith,  and  Ma- 
jor Scott,  faid  each  a  few  words;  after  which  the  refolu- 
tions  were  read,  agreed  to,  and  reported  to  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  rofe  to  give  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow inquire.  In  confequence  of  what  had  already  pafled 
on  the  fubjeft,  what  farther  proceedings  were  likely  to  take 
place  on  the  (lave  trade. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednefday^  yhjune. 

Mr.  FOX  moved,  **  That  the  amendment  made  by 
the  Lor-ds  in  the  Quo  Warranto  bill  be  read,**  which  being 
done, 

He  obferved  that  the  principal  one  was  that  which  re- 
flrifled  the  time  of  making  the  motion  in  the  nature  of  Quo 
Warranto,  calling  on  any  perfon  to  (hew  by  what  authority 
he  afled  in  any  corporation  to  fix  years — the  original  time 
was  eight  years.  The  eight  years  appeared  to  him  the  bet- 
ter period  (and  for  which  he  affigned  feveral  reafons),  but 
rather  than  hazard  the  fate  of  the  bill  for  this  feffion,  he 
ibould  agree  to  the  amendments ;  which,  after  a  few  words 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was  agreed  to  ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr.  FOX,  agreeable  to  his  notice,  rofe  with  a  view  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fituation  in  which 
they  flood,  relative  to  the  bufinefs  of  the  flave  trade;  and 
to  inquire  if  there  was  any  likelihood  of  proceeding  farther 
in  that  bufinefs  this  feffion.  The  refolutions  fome  time 
fince  adopted  by  the  Houfe  he  had  underflood  to  have  been 
adopted  for  the  purpofe  of  founding  bills  thereon  :  the  prin- 
cipal refolution  wastoabolifhthetradein  1796;  but  he  was 
free  to  confefs,  that  feeing  the  extent  of  the  mafs  of  evi- 
dence which  the  Lords  had  deemed  it  wife  to  go  into,  there 
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had  not  appeared  to  him  any  probability,  or  reafonable  hope 
that  a  bill  for  that  purpofe  could  have  been  carried  through 
Parliament  in  the  prefent  feffion ;  but  he  had  ftill  wifhed 
to  have  feen  that  bill  brought  into  the  Houfe>  as  it  might 
have  favcd  fome  difcuffion  in  the  next  fel&on.  A  farther 
important  purpofe  of  the  refolution  was,  he  obfcrved>  to 
abolifti  the  export  trade  of  flaves  to  foreign  pofleffions;  and 
to  a  bill  for  that  objeft,  he  did  not  fee  any  reafon  to  expe£t 
from  the  Lords,  the  fame  di£Bculty  as  might  be  oppofed  to 
the  bill  for  the  total  abolition,  ftnce  their  Lordfhips  would 
not  have  to  go  into  examination  of  what  was  or  was  not 
likely  to  benefit  our  own  iflands.  Another  refolution  went 
to  limit  the  tonnage,  to  which  no  objection  had  been  made, 
and  the  carrying  that  refolution  into  efFe£t,  he  deemed  a 
very  material  point,  for  if  fuch  a  meafure  were  not  carried 
into  effe£l,  the  difcuffion  that  had  taken  place  would  rather 
produce  mifchief  than  good,  as  it  might  occafion  additional 
exertions  for  the  temporary  extenfibn  of  the  trade.  For 
the  objefts  he.  had  mentioned,  the  Houfe  had  refolved  that 
a  bill  Ihould  be  brought  in,  and  gentlemen  had  been  named 
to  prepare  and  produce  it;  he  meant  to  impute  no  improper 
motives  to  thofe  gentlemen  for  not  having  brought  it  in, 
as  he  had  every  reafon  to  believe  them  to  be  a£luated  by 
the  moft  zealous  wifli  to  obtain  the  objefts  they  had  pro- 
feiTed  adeiire  to  accomplifli;  bu^  the  di£5culty  in  which  the 
Houfe  was  involved  was,  that  after  a  bill  had  been  ordered, 
no  bill  had  been  produced,  and  he  faw  no  way  of  getting 
rid  of  that  difficulty,  but  by  moving  the  addition  of  names 
to  thofe  ordered  to  prepare  the  bill ;  yet  that  mode  was  un- 
gracious, as  it  might  imply  what  he  by  no  means  intended, 
againft  the  gentlemen  already  named,  whom  he  was  con- 
vinced held  the  trade  in  equal  abhorrence  with  hirtofelf. — 
Some  meafure,  however,  he  thought  ought  to  be  adopted 
to  refcue  the  Houfe  from  the  fituation  in  which  they  flood  : 
|f  bills  were  brought  in  and  paiTed  to  the  Lords,  and  there 
rejefted,  it  would  not  be  the  fault  of  the  Commons,  and 
the  apprehenfion  of  fuch  rejedlion  he  did  not  conflder  a  fuf- 
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ficient  excufe  for  that  Houfe  not  ading  up  to  their  confci* 
ehce  and  their  feelings.  He  therefore  wiflied  to  aflc  whe- 
ther two  bills,  one  for  the  prohibition  of  the  export  of  Afri-  . 
can  negroes  to  foreign  iflands,  and  the  fecond  for  limiting 
the  tonnage,  might  not  be  brought  in,  and  carried  through 
that  Houfe  in  the  prefent  feifion  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  had  at  firft  felt  the  hope 
of  bringing  forward  the  bill,  and  leaving  it  open  to  fuch  al- 
terations as  might  be  neceflary  from  the  proceedings  of  the 
other  Houfe  upon  the  refolutions  before  them :    but  from 
the  extenfive  evidence  gone  into  by  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  ho 
fiiw  no  profpet^  of  fuccefs  from  agitating  fuch  a  bill  in  the 
prefent  feffion,    and  particularly  fo,  as  it  certainly  wouU 
not  be  regular  to  offer  the  Lords  a  bill  founded  upon  refola- 
tions,    on  which  they  were  examining  evidence*    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  faid,  he  agreed  fully  with  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  that  a  ftrong  diftin£lion  was 
to  be  made  between  the  refolutions,  and  he  wiflied  that  the 
confent  of  the  Lords^could  be  obtained  to  bills  for  the  li- 
mitation of  the  tonnage,  and  for  the  prohibition  of  theex* 
port  to  foreign  plantations,  but  he  really  did  not  think  that 
in  either  of  thefe  objefis,    there  was  much  probability  of 
fuccefs  in  the  prefent  feflion*     On  the  contrary,   he  faid, 
his  opinion  was,  that  they  might  tend  to  embarrafs  and  de- 
feat the  general  objedl  they  ail  had  at  heart.     If  any  gen« 
tleman  thought  otherwife,  they  could  bring  in  bills,  and  if 
they  failed  of  fuccefs,  he  (hould  lament  the  failure.     The 
adding  of  names  to  thofe  already  ordered  to  prepare  the  bill, 
he  (hould  not  in  any  degree  confider  as  a  refledlion  on  thoie 
who  now  ftood  on  the  order;  there  was  however  another 
mode  to  be  adopted,   namely,  the  difcharging  the  prefent 
order,  and  moving  for  the  fuggefted  bills. 

Mr.  FOX  replied^  that  the  condu£t  of  another  Houfe 
ought  not  to  prevent  their  doing  what  they  thought  they 
ought  to  do.  He  had  no  objedlion  to  move  the  bills,  if  he 
thought  there  was  time  in  the  probable  duration  of  the  fef- 
iion  to  carry  them  to  the  Lords. 
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Mr.  ESTWICKE  was  of  opinion,  that  any  motion  in 
the  prefent  feffion,  when  many  gentlemen  had  left  towrn, 
under  the  convi£lion  that  nu  meafure  would  he  proceeded 
on,  would  he  unfair,  as  it  mufl  be  taking  thofe  gentlemen 
who  were  abfent,  by  furprize. 

Captain  BERKELEY  faid,  us  there  was  no  queftion  be- 
fore that  Houfe,  he  begged  leave  to  move  the  order  of  tlie 
day. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  declared,  he  could  not  fit  filent 
after  the  fpeech  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  fpoke 
laft  but  one.  The  fuggefted  bills,  if  moved,  certainly 
could  not  take  gentlemen  by  furprife^  as  the  Houfe  had  re- 
folved  upon  the  limitation  of  the  tonnage,  and  upon  the 
prohibition  of  the  export  trade,  againft  which  refolutions 
he  had  not  heard  a  word  advanced.  In  reply  to  what  had 
been  ftated  by  Mr,  Fox,  Mr.  Wilberforce  faid,  if  he  had 
thought  a  bill  could  have  been  brought  in  without  prejudice 
to  the  main  object,  he  certainly  would  have  perfifled  in  his 
intention,  but  his  fear  was  that  the  main  bill,  and  either  of 
th«  others,  would  occafion  too  much  difcuflion  to  afford  any 
probability  of  their  being  carried  through  in  the  prefent  fef- 
fion.  If,  however,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Fox)  (hould  think  proper  to  bring  in  a  bill,  it  fhould  moft 
certainly  have  his  warmeft  fupport ;  but  if  nothing  more 
fliould  be  done  in  the  prefent  fcfBon  than  what  had  been 
done,  he  hoped  the  Houfe  would  take  up  the  fuhje6l  very 
early  in  the  next  feffion,  when  the  cafe  would  be  materially 
different. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  felt  no  diflSculty  in  his  way  on  account 
of  the  charge  of  taking  the  Houfe  by  furprife;  the  order  of 
the  Houfe  ftanding  for  a  bill,  which  had  never  yet  been  pre- 
fented,  afforded  a  ftronger  occafion  for  furprife  on  the  part 
of  thofe  who  wiflied  for  an  abolition,  than  on  that  of  anv 
other  defcription  of  gentlemen.  He  felt,  he  faid,  the  great- 
eft  deference  for  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Wilberforce,  knowing 
the  intereft  (he  meant  in  the  heft  fenfe  of  the  word)  that  he 
'  took  in  the  fubjcd,    and  his  zeal  and  anxjety  to  obtain  an 
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abolition  of  the  trade;  but  he  declared,  he  did  not  entertain 
fo  much  doubt  of  fuccefs  in  carrying  the  bill,  as  he  doubted 
of  a  fufficiency  of  time  for  fuccefs.  It  might  then,  hefaid, 
be  afked  of  him,  being  of  that  opinion,  why  he  had  not 
earlier  made  his  prefent  propofition?  To  which  he  muft 
anfwer;  firll,  that  he  had  confidered  it  a  point  of  delicacy, 
and  therefore  wifhed  to  leave  it  as  long  as  pofTible  in  the 
hands  of  thofe  to  whom  it  had  been  well  entrufled ;  and, 
fecondly,  that  he  had  not  until  the  preceding  day,  under- 
flood  the  feffion  to  be  fo  near  its  clofe  as  he  had  then  reafon 
to  believe  it  to  be,  having  thought  that  it  would  have  been 
continued  at  ieaft  until  the  evidence  in  defence,  upon  the 
prefent  charge,  had  been  clofed  in  Weftminfter  Hall  on  the 
trial  of  Mr.  Hadings.  Mr.  Fox  concluded  by  faying,  he 
ihould  confult  other  gentlemen  on  the  fubjedl,  and  if  from 
them  he  colledled  any  profpeft  of  fuccefs  of  carrying  a  bill 
for  limiting  the  tonnage,  he  would  this  day  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  fuch  a  bill. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday^  'jthjune 

Mr.  HOBART  reported  from  the  CoAimittee  of  the 
whole  Houfe  the  following  refolutions  refpefting  the  Hand- 
ing orders  on  navigation  bills: 

STANDING  ORDERS  of  the  HOUSE  OF  COM- 
MONS,  of  the  yih  Day  oijune^  1792,  with  refped  to 
NAVIGABLE  CANALS,  AQUEDUCTS,  and  the 
NAVIGATION  of  RIVERS. 

Refolved, 

THAT  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  Houfe,  of  the  28tfi 
oi  January^  1771,  the  25th  of  Jprilj  1774,  the  15th  0/ 
November^  1775,  and  the  20th  of  July,  1789,  rcfpedling 
Navigation  Bills,  be  repeaUd. 
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Refolvedy 

That,  when  any  application  is  intended  to  be  made  to 
the  Houfe,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  making  any  cut 
or  canal,  for  the  purpofes  of  navigation,  or  any  cut,  canal, 
or  aquedu(£t,  for  the  purpofe  of  fupplying  any  city,  town, 
or  place,  with  water,  or  for  varying  or  altering  any  fuch 
cut,  canal,  or  aquedufb,  already  made,  or  for  making  or 
improving  the  navigation  of  any  river,  or  for  altering  any 
z6k  of  Parliament  pailed  for  any  or  either  of  thofe  purpofes, 
(in  which  bill  for  altering  any  fuch  a£l  it  is  intended  to 
give  power  for  raifing  any  farther  or  additional  rates,  tolls, 
or  duties)  notice  of  fuch  intended  application  (hall  be  in- 
ferted  three  times  in  the  London  Gazette^  in  the  months  of 
Jhtguft  and  Septembetj  or  either  of  them,  previous  to  the 
feffion  of  Parliament  in  which  fuch  application  is  intended 
to  be  made :  and  that  fuch  notice  fhall  alfo  be  inferted  in 
fome  one  newfpaper  of  every  county  through  which  any 
fuch  cut,  canal,  or  aquedudl,  is  intended  to  be  carried, .  or 
in  which  fuch  cut,    canal,  or   aquedu6t,  already  made,  is 
intended  to  be  varied  or  altered,  or  in  which  fuch  river,  or 
fuch  part  thereof  as  is  intended  to  be  made  navigable,  or 
^    the  navigation  thereof  to  be  improved,  is  fituated,  (or,  if 
there  is  not  any  newfpaper  printed  in  or.  for  fuch^ counties 
refpeftively,  then  in  the  newfpaper  of  fome  county  near  or 
adjoining  thereto)  three  times  at  the  lead,  in  the  months 
of  Auguji  and  September^  or  either  of  them,  immediately  pre- 
ceding the  feilion  of  Parliament  in  which  fuch  application 
is  intended  to  be  made  :  and  that  fuch  notice  (hall  alfo  be 
given  at  the  general  quarter  feflion  of  the  peace  which  fhall 
be  holden  for  every  and  each  county,  riding,. or  divifion, 
through  which  any  fuch  cut,  canal,  or  aquedu£(,  is  intend- 
ed to  be  carried,  or  in  which  fuch  cut,  canal,  or  aquedu(^, 
'already  made,  is  intended  to  be  varied  or  altered,  or  in 
which  fuch  river,  or  fuch  part  thereof  as  is  intended  to  be 
made  navigable,  or  the  navigation  thereof  to  be  improved, 
is  fituated,  s^t  the  Afichaelmas  preceding  the  feflfion  of  Par- 
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liament  in  which  fuch  application  is  intended  to  be  made^ 
by  affixing  fuch  notice  to  the  door  of  the  Seffion  houfes 
refpeftively  where  fuch  General  Quarter  Seflions  fliall  bt 
holden. 

Refolved^ 

That  fuch  feveral  notices  fliall  contain  the  names  of  the 
parifhcs  and  townfliips  in,  to,  or  through  which  any  fuch 
cut,  canal,  or  aquedudl,  is^  intended  to  be  carried,  varied^ 
or  altered,  or  in  which  fuch  river,  or  fuch  part  thereof  as  is 
intended  to  be  made  navigable,  or  the  navigation  thereof  to 
be  improved,  is  fituated. 

Refolved, 

That  a  map  or  plan  of  fuch  intended  cut,  canal,  aquedu^, 
er  navigation,  aod  alfoof  any  intended  alteration  in  any  cut^ 
canal,  aquedu£^,  or  navigation,  already  made,  fliaH  be  de-^ 
pofited,  for  public  infjiedlion,  at  the  Office  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  of  every  county,  riding,  or  divifi on,  through 
which  fuch  cut,  canal,  aquedu6t,  or  navigation,  is  intend* 
edto  be  carried,  or  fuch  alteration  is  intendevi  to  be  made^ 
OH  or  before  the  eleventh  day  of  November  previous  to  the 
feffion  of  Parliament  in  which  fuch  application  is  intended 
to  be  made;  which  map  or  plan  fliall  defcribe  the  line  of 
fuch  intended  cut,. canal,  aqueduft,  or  navigation,  or  of 
fuch  intended  alteration,  and  the  lands  through  which  the 
fame  is  intended  to  be  carried,  together  with  a  book  of  re- 
ference containing  a  lift  of  the  names  of  the  owners,  pr  re- 
puted owners,  and  occupiers^  of  fuch  lands  refpedlively. 

R^olved, 

That,  before  any  application  is  made  to. the  Houfe  for  any 
or  cither  of  the  purpofes  afbrefaid,  a  previous  application 
Ihall  be  made  to  the  owners,  or  reputed  owners,  and  occu- 
piers,   of  the  lands  through  which  any  fuch  cut,  canal. 
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aqueduAy  or  navigation^  is  intended  to  be  carried^  or  any 
fuch  alteration  is  intended  to  lie  made ;  and  that  feparateiifts 
Ihallbe  made  of  the  names  of  ftich  owners  andoccupiers,  dif- 
tinguilhing  which  of  them,  upon  fuch  application^  tunreaf- 
fented  to,  or  diflented  from,  fuch  intended  cut,  canal,  aque- 
du£t,  or  navigation,  or  fuch  alteration,  or  are  neiftter  in  re- 
fpc£t  thereto* 

Refolved, 

That,  whenever  any  petition  is  prefented  to  the  Honfe  for 
any  or  either  of  the  purpofes  aforefaid,  there  ihall  beprefent« 
ed,  with  fuch  petition,  the  lifts  mentioned  in  the  laft  pre- 
ceding  refolution,  and  alfo  a  duplicate  of  the  map  or  plan  fo 
to  be  depofited  at  the  OfSce  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peac%  as 
aforefaid* 

Refolved, 

That,  whenever  ^ny  petition  is  prefented  to  the  (^oufe 
for  making,  varying,  or  altering,  any  fuch  cut,  canal, 
or  aquedttdt,  as  aforefaid,  or  making  or  improving  the  na- 
vigation of  a  river,  there  be  annexed  to  the  faid  petition  an 
«ftimate  of  the  propoied  expence  of  fuch  undertaking  (in 
cafes  where  provifion  is  intended  to  be  made  for  railing 
money  to  defray  fuch  expence)  fuch  eftimate  to  be  figned 
by  the  perfon  or  perfons  making  the  fame :  And,  if  foch 
money  is  propofed  to  be  raijfed  by  fubfcription,  that 
there  be  alfo  annexed  to  the  faid  petition,  an  account 
of  the  money  fubfcribed  for  that  purpofe,  and  the  names 
of  the  fubfcribers,  with  the  foms  by  them  fubfcribed 
refpedlively. 

Refolvedy 

That,  whenever  any  petition  has  been  prefented  to  the 
Houfe  for  the  purpofes  aforefaid,  or  any  or  either  of  them, 
the  Committee  to  whom  fuch  petition  ihall  be  referred,  do 
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ezamin^  in  the  firft  place,  how  far  Uie  orders  contained  in 
the  preceding  relblutions  have  been  complied  with,  and 
do  report  the  fame,  at  the  time  when  they  report  the 
matter  of  any  foch  petition,  as  it  Hull  appear  to  thepi^  to 
the  Houfe. 

Refolyed, 

That  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  or  their  refpedive  depu- 
ties, do  malice  a  memorial,  in  writing,  upon  the  plan  and 
book  of  reference  depofited  with  them  in  manner  aforefaid^ 
denoting  the  time  at  which  the  fame  was  lodged  in  their  re« 
fpedive  offices  ;  and  do,  at  all  feafonable  hours  of  the  day, 
permit  any  perfonr  to  view  and  examine  the  fame,  and  to 
make  copies  or  extracts  therefrom,  fuch  perfons  paying  for 
the  fame  the  ufual  and  accuftomed  fees  paid  to  fuch  Clerks 
of  the  Peaces  for  the  infpeftion,  and  copying  of,  or  making 
extraAsfrom,  records  in  their  refpe^ive  offices. 

Refolvedy 

That,  in  all  Ibills  prefented  to  the  Houfe  for  any  or  ei- 
ther of  the  purpoies  aforefaidy  provifion  be  made  for  com- 
pelling the  perfons  who  have  fubfcribed  towards  carrying 
any  fuch  work  into  execution,  to  make  payment  of  the  fums 
feverally  fubfcribed  by  them ;  and  alfo  to  oblige  the  com- 
miffioners  or  truftees  to  take  fecuritr  from  their  Trea- 
furer,  receiver,  or  colle£tor,  for  the  faithful  execution  of 
his  office. 

Ordered, 

That  the  laft  nine  of  the  faid  refolutions  be  made  Standing 
Orders  of  this  Houfe. 

Ordered, 

That  the  laid  feveral  refolutions  be  printed;  and  that  co- 
pies thereof  be  lent  to  the  Sheriffs  of  th«  feveral  counties  of 

Hba 
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Great  Britain^  and  alfo,  to  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  within 
England  ^nA  ff^a/es;  and  that  the  faid  Sheriffs  do, take  care 
that  copies  of  the  fame  be  publi(hed,  and  diflributed  within 
their  rtfpedi  ve  counties. 

J.  HATSELL, 

CI.  Dom*  Com* 

Friday^    %th  June. 

Sir  CHARLES  BUNBURY  obferved,  that  fome  time 
fince  he  had  moved  for  certain  papers,  which  contained  in- 
formation relative  to  our  colony  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
which  were  now  before  the  Houfe.  He  had  alfo  given  no- 
tice, that  he  fhould  have  a  propofition  to  make  upon  that 
fubjedt,  but  as  the  feffion  Was  now  fofar  advanced^  heihould 
defer  it  to  the  next  feffion. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Monday y  nth  June^ 

Yefterday  a  mejTage  Was  brought  from  the  Lords  to  ac- 
quaint the  Commons,  that  their  Lordfhips  will  proceed 
farther  on  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  to-morroW| 
in  Weftminfterhall. 

The  fame  meffengers  brought  with  tbem  the  Scotch  Epif- 
copalian  bill,  and  four  other  bills,  which  their  Lordfhips  bad 
agreed  to. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday^   1 1th  June* 

A  meflage  was  received  from  the  Lords,  that  their  Lord- 
ihips  would  proceed  farther  in  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings, 
Efq.  upon  the  fecond  Tuefday  in  the  next  feflion  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 


f 
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fVcdmfday^  lyhjune. 

There  not  being  a  fufficient  number  of  Members  to  form 
a  Heufe  at  4  o'clock,  no  bufinefs  was  doj^e. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayj  i^bjune. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  reading  of  the  petition 
on  the  table  of  the  Houfe,  from  Mr.  RuflTell  and  pthers,  of 
Birmingham. 

The  fame  being  read  accordingly,  Mr.  Pitt  then  moved, 
*^  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  to 
**  order  that  an  inquiry  be  made  into  the  loflcs  flated  by 
*^  the  fa  id  petition,  and  to  grant  fuch  compenfation  as  His 
"  Majefty  {hall  think  juft,  which  th«  Houfe  will  provide 
*^  for."  Ordered. 
,    The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday  J  i^thjuntm 

A  meflage  from  His  Majefty,  by  Sir  Francis  Molyneux, 
Gentleman  Ufher  of  the  Black  Rod  : 

Mr.  Speaker, 

The  King  commands  this  honourable  Houfe  to  attend  His 
Afaje/lyy  immediately ^  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers ^ 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  Houfe,  went  up  tot 
attend  His  Majefty;  where  His  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  give 
the  Royal  aftent  to  feveral  public  and  private  bills. 

After  which,  His  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  make  a  moft  gra* 
cious  fpeech  from  the  Throne,  to  both  Houfes  of  Parljament,. 
as  foUoweth ;   viz. 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 
/  CANNOT  clofi  the  prefent  fejjion  of  Parliament  without  re^ 
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turning  you  my- particular  thanks  for  the  attention  and  diligence 
with  which  you  have  applied  yourjelves  to  the  difpcUch  of  public 
bujineffj  and  efpecially  to  the  important  objeSfs  which  I  recm" 
mended  to  your  confideration. 


Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 

The  readinefs  with  which  you  have  granted  the  necejfary  fap* 
plies  J  and  the  frejh  proof  which  you  have  given  of  your  conjiant 
siffe&ion  for  myperfon  and  family^  in  enabling  me  to  provide  for 
the  eftablifhment  of  myfon^  the  Duke  of  York,  call  for  My 
warmeji  acknowledgements^  I  have  alfo  objerved^  with  the  ut- 
mojl  fatisfa^ion,  the  nuajures  which  you  have  adopted  for  the  di^ 
minution  of  the  public  burthens ^  while  you  have^  at  the  fame 
time,  made  additional  provijion  for  the  reduSlion  of  the  prejent 
national  debt,  and  ejiablifhed  a  permanent  fyjiem  for  preventing 
the  dangerous  accumulation  of  debt  in  future »     - 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

/  havejeen  with  great  concern  the  commencement  of  hojiilities 
in  different  parts  of  Europe.  In  the  prefent  Jituation  of  affairs, 
it  will  be  my  principal  care  to  maintain  that  harmony  and  good 
nnderjianding,  which  Jubftfis  between  me  and  the  feveral  bellige- 
rent powers,  and  to  preferve  to  my  people  the  uninterrupted  hlef-' 
Jings  of  peace  ;  and  the  affurances  which  I  receive  from  all  quar- 
ters of  a  friendly  dijpojition  towards  this  country,  off  or d  me  the 
pleafing  hope  offucceeding  in  thefe  endeavours. 

The  recent  expxrffions  of  your  uniform  and  zealous  attachment 
to  the  ejiablifhed  Government  and  con/litution,  leave  me  no  room 
to  doubt  that  you  will,  in  your  feveral counties,  be  aSlive  andvi^ 
gilant  to  maintain  thofe  fentiments  in  the  minds  of  my  faithful 
people  \  and  IhaVe'^he  happinefs  of  receiving  continued  and  suidi"  . 
tional proofs  ofthei\tjuJiJenJe  of  the  numerous  and  increajing  ad^ 
vantages  which  they  now  enjoy  under  theprote^ion  anddifiinguifh" 
td favour  of  Providence. 

And  afterwan  Js,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  His  Majefty's 
command,  faid^  I 
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M7  Lordst  and  Gentlemen, 

//  is  His  Majejifs  Royal  will  andpleafure,  that  this  Par^ 
liament  be  prorogued  to  Thurfday^  tho  ^ofh  day  ofAuguJl  nextj 
to  he  then  here  holden;  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  pro^ 
rogued  to  Thurfdayy  the  ^oth  day  of  Augujl  mxt* 


The  followins;  Papers  were  laid  on  die  Table,  for  the 
perufal  of  the  Members : 
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^59 


An  Ab(lra6l  of  the  Number  of  Ve&ls,  with  the  Amoont  of  their 
Tonnage,  that  have  cleared  out  from  the  Ports  of  London, 
Bristol,  and  Liverpool,  to  the  Coaft  of  Ar%iCA«  for  tht 
Purpofe  ofpurchafing  SLAV£S,  in  the  Thre«  Yean'precediog; 
the  5th  of  January,  1792* 


PORTS. 

1789. 

1790. 

I79t. 

TOTAL. 

Ships. 

Tons. 

Ships. 

Tons. 

1 

Ships.  Tons. 

Ships. 

64 

365 

Tont« 

Lon^Jon     - 
Briftol       - 
l#ivcrpool  - 

9 
6? 

i73« 
2691 

[1081 

I? 
*7 
94 

3097 
4968 

18260 

2% 
97 

3943 
4069 

18614 

8778 
1 1728 

47955 

Totals  - 

85 

15510 

136 

26325 

144 

26626 

68461 

AVERAGE  of  the  Three  Yean,  viz, 

London  —  — 

Briftol        —  —  _ 

Liverpool  —  — 


Total  Areragc        — 


16 
22 
84 


2926 
3909 

S9»5 


228:20 


t4thMa}r,  1792. 


J.  DALLEY, 

Afliilapt  to  rhe  Regifter 
General  ofSbippit^* 


An  Abftra^l  of  the  Number  of  VciTcls,  with  the  Amotsnt  of  th«tr 
Tonnage,  tVat  have  cleared  out  from  the  Ports  of  London, 
Bristol,  and  Liverpool,  to  the  Coaft  of  Africa,  for  the 
Purpofc  of  purchaiing  SLAVES,  from  5th  January,  1791,  to 

4th  May,   17) 


Ships^ 

Tons. 

London        —         — 
Briftol        —           — 
Liverpool                 — 

8; 

II  i 

39 

1569 
2180 
7446 

Total         — 

S8 

1 1 195 

14th  May,  1792. 


J.  DALLEY, 
AfliiUnt  to^ht  Regifter  Gen. 
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HISTORY 

OF    TBK 

PROCEEDINGS  and  DEBATES 

OP    THE 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS j 

In  the  SECOND  SESSION  df  the 

Seventeenth  Parliament  of  Great  BRltAiKj 

Appointed  to  be  holden  at  Westminster, 
On  Thursday  the  2 jth  of  Novemsir^  1790. 


■*  ■\  .  '       '  i  .11       I    I 

X 


Tuefday^  yjijanuaryi  1792; 

T;.       : 
HIS  being  the  day  appointed  for  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 

tnent,  His  Majefty  went  down  in  State  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords ; 
and  being  feated  on  the  throne^  a  meflage  was  fent  to  the  Com- 
mons, and  they  came  op  to  the  bar; 

His  Majefty  then  delivered  a  fpeech,  from  a  paper  yhich  he 
held  in  his  hand^  [See  Commons  Debates, Vol.  XXXI.  p.  2*3 

The  King  and  Commons  having  retired, 
.  Lord  Gage,    the  Ead  of  Morton   (on  his  new  creation  as 
Baron  Douglas),  the  Bidiop  of  Durham^   and  the  BiOiop  o£ 
Carlifle,  took  the  oaths,  and  were  introduced  with  the  ufual 
ceremonies. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  then  called  the  attention 
of  their  Lordftiips  to  the  King's  fpeech ;  and  the  fame  being 
rca^dtwice^  ,  , 

Vol.  XXXIIL  LI 
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The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD  rofc.  It  is  with  pc 
culiar  pleafure  that  I  rife  to  move  your  Lprdfliips,  that  an 
humble  addrefs  be  prcfented  to  His  Majefty  on  his  moft  gra- 
cious fpeech  from  the  throne.  It  is  not,  I  art!  furc,  neceffary  for 
me  to  take  up  a  minute  of  your  Lordfhips'  time,  in  dating  any 
arguments  to  perfuade  you  to  agree  with  mc  in  this  proper  re- 
turn of  gratitude,  for  the  expreilions  of  love  and  attachment  to 
the  ^oiidltutioti,  of  kindfiefs  and  regard  for  his  fubjeifls,  of 
confolation  and  pride  to  us  all,  which  His  Majefty's  fpeech 
contains.  It  fpeaks  to  every  bofom,  and  I  am  fure,  that  I 
fliall  have  the  concurrence  of  every  noMe  Lord  in  the  addrefs 
which  I  (hall  haVe  the  honour  tcJ  propofe ;  the  firft  part  of  which 
will  be  to  felicitate  His  Majefty  on  the  happy  marrfage  of  his 
Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  with  a  Princefs  of  the  il- 
luftrious  Houfe  of  Pruftia,  by  which  not  only  we  have  the  prof- 
peS  of  fecuring  to  the  nation  the  blcffings  derived  from  the 
Royal  Family,  but  farther  to  ftrengthen  the  advantageous  alli- 
ance which  fubfifts  between  this  country  and  Pruflia.  That 
we  (hall  chearfuUy  concur  with  His  Majefty  in  making  a  fuit-^ 
able  prcK'ifion  for  their  eftabli(hment,  is  a  difpofition  in  which 
I  am  fenfible  there  will  not  be  one  di(renting  voice. 

His  Majefty  is  gracioufly  pleafed  to  inform  us  that  his  me- 
diation has  happily  reftored  peace  between  the  Emperor  and 
the  Porte,    and  that  preliminary  articled  are  agreed  upon  be- 
tween the  Empref&and  the  Porte.  I  will  not  detain  yourLord- 
(hips  for  one  moment  on  this  fubjcft-*-Tl^  preTervation  of  the 
balance  of  po^er  in  Europei    is  obvioufly  fo  important  to  its 
permanent  tranquillity,  and  to  the  commerce  and  profperity  of 
England,  that  we  have  the  utmoft  teafon  to  be  grateful  for  th# 
intereft  which  His  Majefty  has  taken^  and  for  the  fuccefs  of  hi^ 
mediation,     tt  muft  alfo  be  gratifying  to  us,    to  know  that 
through  our  means  the  Porte  certainly  gained  better  conditions 
than  they  othcrwife  Would  have  done.     I  underftand  that  all 
the  papers  rclatingto  this  fubjeft  will  be  hidhefott  your  Lord- 
ihips,    by  which  you  will  be  able  to  fatisTy  yourfelvei  on  the 
Wifdpm  and- propriety  of  the  meafutes  devifed  by  His  Majefty. 
The  fucceiles  of  our  arms  in  India,  through  the  bravery  and 
exertion  of  our  oiiicers,   and  the  condu£i  o^  Earl  Cornwallis, 
are  a  proper  fubjefl  for  Congratulation,  and  we  moft  heartily 
join  with  His  Majefty  in  exprefling  our  hopes,  that  thefc  foe-* 
'tiks  will  foon  bring  the  war  to  a  happy  conclufioa*^ 
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It  muft  be  truly  gratifying  to  every  one  of  your  Lord/hipfi 
10  hear  the  aflurances  which  His  Majefty  has  received  from 
neighWHiring  Powers,  by  which  we  may  be  able  with  fafety 
to  make  reduSions  in  our^xpence^  and  ftill  more  fo,  thftt  th^ 
wonderful  aiid  enormous  increafe  in  our  revenues  will  enable 
us  to  eafe  the^ople  of  a  part  of  their  burdens,   and  to  re^* 
duce  the  rate  of  fome  of  the  redeemable  annuities.     Thefe  ad- 
vantages, naturally  flowing  from  the  happy  conftitution  pnder 
which  we  live,    mud  make  us  eager  to  approach  the  foot  of 
the  Throne  with  alTurances  that  we  will  invariably  fhidy  to 
maintain  inviolate  what  has  contributed  Co  efTentially  to  out 
happinefs,     I  conclude,  therefore,    with  fnovlng  aa  addreft 
expreflive  of  thofe  fentiments. 
Moft  gracious  Sovereign, 
ff^fy  your  Majeftys  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fuhje^Sy  thi  Lords 
fpiritual  and  temporal y  in  Parliament  ajfembledy  beg  Have  to  r/- 
turnyour  Majefty  our  humble  thanks  for  your  Majeji/s  moft  grot* 
cious ffeech  from  the  throne • 

Permit  us  to  exprefs  to  your  Majefiy^    that  deeply  fenfiVU  of 
the  many  bkjjings  which  w:  enjoy  under  your  Majejiy*s  aufpiciouf 
reign  y  y)e  eagerly  embrace  thefirft  opportunity  to  offer  to  your  Ma'^ 
jefty  our  dutiful  congratulations  on  the  happy  event  if  the  mar^^ 
riage  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York  with  the  Prince/s 
Royal  of  Pruffia  ;  and  we  beg  leave  to  cffure  your  Majifty  ef  thi 
fincere  and  heartfelt  fdtisfa&ion  which  we  derive  from  ewrycir* 
cumftance  that  adds  to  your  Majejly*s  domeftic  happinefs,  and  af- 
fords usafre/hfecurity  for  the  continuance  of  the  Government  of 
thefe  kingdoms  in  your  Majefty^s.  illuftrious  tine.     Strongly  im- 
prejfed  with  thefe  fentiments  y  we  fhally  with  the  greateft  cheqr* 
fulnefsj    concur  in  the  neceffkry  meafures  for  making  afuitahU 
provifton  for  the  eftablijhment  of  their  Royal  Hi ghneffes. 

We  feel  great fatisfa6iion  in  learning  that  the  war  between  the 
Emperor  and  the  Ottoipan  Porte  hasy  under  the  mediation  rf 
your  Majefty  and  your  allies  y  been  terminated  by  a  definitive  trea-" 
tji  on/uth principles  as  appear  to  yofir  Majefty  the  beft  calculated 
io  prevent  future  difputes  between  thpfe  powers  ;  andth^t  apro-^ 
grtfs  hfts  been  made  towards  a  pacification  between  the  Emprefs  of 
ILuflia  and  the  Porte, 

JVe  return  your  Majefty  ourftncere  thanks  for  your  condefcen" 
pon  andgoodnejs  in  the  cqmmwiication  of  a  copy  of  the  definitive 
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treaty  between  Aufiria  and  the  Porte,  an(i  of  thofe  papers  re- 
/peeling  the  negociation  with  the  Court  of  Pcterfburgh,  which 
your  Majejiy  has  been  gjracioujly  pleajed  to  direSf  to  be  laid  be* 
fore  us, 

fVejoin  with  your  Majejiy  in  regretting  the  continuance  of  the. 
war  in  India  ;  but  we  havefeen  with  great  fatisf a£f ion  the  fuc- 
cefs  which  has  already  attended  the  bravery  and  exertions  of  the 
dfficers  and  troops  under  the  able  cofidu£f  of  Lord  Gorriwallis  \ 
andwetrujl  the  war  will  by  their  effo^rts  fpeedily  be  brought  to  an 
honourable  conclufion. 

We  learn  wit,h  peculiar  fatisfa£f  ion  that  the  friendly  ajfurances 
which  your  Majejiy  Keceives  from  foreign  Powers^  and  the  ge^ 
neraljiate  of  affairs,  in  Europe,  appear  to  your  Majejiy  to  pro^ 
promij'e  a  continuance  ofourprejenf  tranquillity  ;  and  we  acknow- 
ledge your  Majejiy' s  paternal goodnejs  manifejied  in  your  dejire  to 
embrace  every  opportunity  for  diminijhing  the  public  expence  hyfuch 
reduction  of  the  ejiablijhment  as  may  be  found  to  be  praSiicabU  and 
expedient. 

Every  circumjiance  in  our  prefentjituation  muji,  lead  us  to  re- 
fie£lj  with  the  deepeji  gratitude y  on  your  Majejiy  s  unremitting 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  your  people  ;  and  muji  confirm  and 
^rengthen  in  the  minds  of  all  your  Majejifs  fubjeSiSy  ourjieady 
and  zealous  attachment  to  that  conjiltution  which  we  found  by  long 
experience  to  unite  the  inejiimable  bleffmgs  oj  liberty  and  order y 
and  which  we  conjider  as  being y  under  the  favour  of  Providence ^ 
the  principal fource  of  all  ourprejent  advantages. 

The  addrefs,  as  moved,  was  read  by  the  Xord  Chan- 
cellor. 

Lord  MULGRAVE.  I  beg  leave,  my  Lords,  to  fecond 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl.  His  Lordfhip  has  with  fo  much 
ability  ftated  the  arguments  which  forcibly  call  on  us  to  agree 
ivith  him  in  carrying  up  to  the  Throne  our  acknowledge- 
ments, that  it  is  not  neceflary  for  me  to  fay  one  word  in  ad- 
dition ;  but  if  any  argument^  fhould  be  advanced  againft  the 
propriety  of  this  addrefs,  I  (hall  beg  leave  again  to  trouble 
you.  There  is  no  part  of  His  Maje(^y*s  fpeech  which  calls 
upon  us  more  forcibly  for  our  felicitation  than  the  happy  mar- 
riage of  the  Duke  of  York  to  the  Princefs  Royal  of  Pruffia. — 
£vcry  acceflion  to  the  happinefs  of  the  Royal  Family,    and 
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which  promifcs  the  continuance  of  the  Crown  of  thefc  realms 
in  the  Houfeof  Brunfwick,  is  a  fubjeft  of  national  joy,  and. 
I  mon  led  naturally  from  this  to  the  concluding  expreffion  of- 
the  noble  Earl's  motion,  that  the  experience  which  we  have 
derived  of  the  bleffings  of  that  conltitution  under  the  happy 
aufpices  of  His  Majefty,  ought  to  make  us  truly  animjitcd 
in  the  fupport  of  it ;  and  I  am  fenfible  that  your  Lordlhips 
will  be  unanimous  in  carrying  up  your  afliir4nces  of  invari- 
able attachment  to  that  conlVitution,  from  which  fingly  we 
have  derived  all  our  profperity. 

Vifcount  STORMONT.  I  do  not  rife  to  oppofe  the 
motion  for  an  addrcfs.  No  noble  Lord  can  be  more  folicitous 
than  myfelf,  on  all  occafions,  to  exprefs  to  His  Majefty,  the 
fentiments  of  loyalty,  grittitude,  and  acknowledgements  for. 
the  bleflings  which  we  enjoy  under  his  happy  reign,  than 
myfelf.  I  do  net  confider  the  firft  day  of  the  fcflion  as  a  day 
for  bufmefs,  properly  To  called  ;  and  my  agreeing  to  thank 
His  Majefty  for  his  gracious  fpeech,  does  not,  by  the  ufage 
of  Parliariient,  bind  me  either  to  the  fupport,  or  the  appro- 
bation of  the  meafures  on  which  it  touches.  So  thinking, 
I  rife  only  to  trouble  you  with  a  word  or  two  on  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  mover.  His  L':rJihips  fays,  that  all 
the  papers  relative  to  the  mediation  between  the  Porte  and' 
Ruffia  will  be  laid  before  us.  If  the  noble  Earl  fays  this 
from  perfonal  information,  I  am  fatisfied,  for  then  we  (hall 
be  able  to  come  fairly  XP  the  difcuffion  of  this  truly  interefting 
topic.  My  Lords,  I  am  no  advocate  for  an  indiforiminatc 
difclofure  of  papers.  I  defire  no  papers  to  be  communicated 
which  may  be  inconvenient  to  the  public  intereft  ;  but  i  wilh 
it  to  be  underftood,  that  in  the  cafe  of  our  mediation  here, 
all  the  papers  ought  to  be  fubmitted  to  us — and  if  they  all  are, 
that  is,  all  the- memorials,  and,  as  they  are  technically  called, 
offices,  which  pafled  between  the  Courts,  including  the  Court 
of  Denmark,  from  the  iftof  OSober  1790 — I  pledge  myfelf 
to  prove,  that  fo  far  from  having  merit  for  protedling  the 
Porte,  and  for  procuring  better  terms  than  they  would  have 
gained  otherways,  Minifters,  if  they  have  any  merit  at  all, 
.have  merit  for  having  done  nothing — for  having  abandoned 
all  the  plans  which  they  had  formed,  and  which  they  unwifely 
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amiduaced  laft  fefljon..  I  pmmife  to  profCx  that  fo  far  froiq 
accompiifhing  a  peace  on  the  bafl^  of  the  ftatus  quo^  they 
yielded  to  the  demands  of  the  Emprefs^  as  made  before  th^i; 
ititerference. 

From  the  terms  of  the  addrefs;  It  would  feem  as  if  to  our 
interference  was  to  be  attributed  the  conditions  which  the 
Pojte  had  received.     If  thi«  is  intended  to  be  conveyed,  I 
difpute  the  {^^.    My  information  naay  be  defeftive — IjHit  { 
have  jcafon  to  believe  that  the  laft  memorial  prcfcAted  at  Pe^ 
terfbuxgh  by  CHir  Court  was  on  the  2^d  of  July,    and  on  the 
^thc^  Auguft  the  preliminaries  were  figned ;  there  was  an  in- 
terval of  twenty  days.     Now,  \  take  upon  me  to  fay  that  it 
was  not  poftible  for  the  fwifteft  poffiljle  courier  to  carry  that 
memorial  firft  fron^  Peterfburgh  to  Conftantinople>  and  after^ 
wards  from  thence  to  Siftove>    fo  that  that  memorial  could 
have  had  any  influence  in  producing  the  preliminaries.     The 
troth  i^ — it  had  none  whatever^    The  Porte  found  out  the 
true  charafter  of  their  mediator — too  late,  unfortunately,  to 
fave  the  effufion  of  blood — too  late  to  fave  themfelvcs  from 
enormous  expence — but  time  enough  to  fave  themfelves  from 
utter  ruin ;  they  found  that  they  were  deluded  and  enfnared^ 
that  the  power  which  affefted  to  mediate  for  them  had  nei- 
ther ability  to  proteft  them,  nor  influence,    nor  difpofition, 
and  they  foond  it  wife  and  neceffary  for  them  to  accept  of  the 
terms  originally  held  out  by  the  Emprefs.     This  I   believe 
to  be  the  cafe,  but  I  fufpend  what  I  (hall  have  to  offer  on  the 
fubjedt  till  the  promifed  papers  before  us  be  produced.     la 
like  manner  I  fhall  not  fay  a  word  on  the  fubjeS  of  India* 
I  am  much  pleafed  to  hear  that  we  have  had  fuccefles  in  that 
<iuarter  of  the  world.     It  would,    however,  have  been  well 
if  Minifters  had  thought  it  advifeable  to  give  us  an  abftraft  of 
thofe  fuccefles,     I  have  read  every  Gazette  which  has  been 
publiflied,    which,  I  fuppofe,    they  call  the  only  authentic 
fountain  of  intelligence,   and  as  yet  I  have  not  feen  one  fyl- 
lable  in  the  Chape  of  fuccefs. 

Before  I  fit  down,  I  will  trouble  your  Lordfhips  with  a 
few  words  upon  a  fubjeft  on  which  the  noble  feconder,  (Lord 
Mulgrave)  has  enlarged,  with  great  propriety  and  eloquence. 
He  fas»  made  a  fine  eulogium  of  our  conflitution,    Upoa  that 
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fubjcA,   my  Lords,   there  can  be  no  difference  of  opmiOA 
among  us«     We  have  all  an  equal  fetife  of  the  bleflings  we  en- 
joy, an  equal  defire  to  tranfmit  thoie  bleflings  inviolate  to  qur 
lateft  pofterity.     I  am  certainly  far  from  having  that  compce- 
henfive  knov^rledge  of  the  conditution,    which  many  of  your 
Lordihips  poflefs  ;  but  I  do  not  think  myfelf  totally  unacquaint- 
ed w^ith  the  general  principles,    the  general  outline  ^    neither 
have  I  wanted  or  negledled  the  means  of  comparifon  with  other 
forms  of  Grovernment,    ancient  and  modern.     The  refult  of 
that  comparifon  has  been  this  fixt  opinion,    that  the  conftitu- 
tion  of  this  country,    as  fettled  and  fecured,  but  by  no  means 
created,  at  the  revolution,  for  that  is  a  mod  erroneous  idea)  is 
the  bed  and  mod  perfeft  fydem  of  civil  liberty  that  eyer  was 
enjoyed  by  man  \  combined  with  that  vigour  and  energy  of  ex- 
ecutive Government,   which  is  abfolutely  neceflary  to  uphold 
and  maintain  the  whble.     I   have  never,    my  Lords,    been  a 
great  reader  of  political  pamphlets.     The  bent  of  my  mind  has 
direded  myleifure,  when  I  happened  to^ave  leifure,  to  other 
purfuits.  >  But  the  pamphlets  which  were  dill  in  Vogue  when 
I  came  into  the  world,   and  which  I  occafionally  perufed,  all 
vied  with  each  other  in  extolling  the  excellence  of  our  condi- 
tution.     Lord  Bolingbroke  never  is  more  eloquent  than  upon 
that  theme.     I  remember,  that  in  one  of  his  papers,  in  which 
he  drongly  recommends  the  dudy  of  the  conditution,    he  ex- 
preflcs  himfelf  to  this  efFeft — View  it  again  and  again,  render 
it  familiar  to  the  mind'sieye,  contemplate  the  lovely  obje£l  in 
all  its  parts,  till  you  become  enamoured  of  its  beauty ;  and  then 
applies  to  what  he  very  properly  calls  the  nobled  effort  of  hu- 
man wifdom,  what  Plato,    as  quoted  by  Tully,    fays  of  wif- 
dom  herfclf;  ^m  illaardentes  amores  excitaret  fui Jl  videretur. 
There  are,  I  am  told,  fome  late  pamphlets  of  a  very  different 
cad  ;    the  authors  of  which,  as  I  am  informed,    for  I  fpeak 
from  report,  afpire  to  fame  by  attempting  to  ridicule  that  which 
has  fo  long  been  the  obje£l  of  admiration  and  reverence,  and 
who  endeavour  to  lefTenin  ouredimation  the  value  of  the  blefs- 
ings  we  enjoy.    Whatever  be  the  caufes  that  lead  to  fuch  fin^ 
gularity  of  opinion,  or  to  that  afFeSation  of  fingularity  which  is 
one  of  the  commoned  diapes  that  paultry  vanity  aflumes,  and 
ivhatever  mifchief  there  may  be  in  fuch  publications,  I  am  not 
apprehenGve  that  the  contagion  will  fpread  far,  or  taint  the  na- 
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tion  »t  larg«.  The  people  of  this  country  ,afe  a  ferious, 
fober-minded  people  at  bottom,  and  there  is  a  vein  of  folid 
fcimd  good  fenfe  that  runs  through  the  general  mafs,  beyond 
that  of  any  country  which  it  has  been  my  lot  to  fee.  They 
will  not  be  led  to  think  difrefpeft fully  of  what  they  have  fo 
long  looked  up  to  with  reverence  and  veneration,  much  lefs 
will  they  be  induced  to  hazard  bleffings  fo  long  enjoyed,  and 
lb  efFeftually  fecured  to  them,  which  nothing  but  their  own 
folly  can  throw  away.  I  therefore^  my  Lords,  do  not  appre- 
hend any  real  danger  fo  the  conftitution.  But  of  this  I  am 
Aire,  if  any  fuch  danger  fhall  arife,  there  will  be  in  Parlia- 
ment but  one  heart,  one  voice,  one  mind.  The  only  conteft, 
then,  will  be,  who  (hall  teftify  the  moft  ardent  zeal  in  the 
defence  of  that  which  is  equally  dear  to  all,  who  (hall  ftand 
foremoft  in  the  glorious  caufe. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD.  The  noble  Vifcount, 
from  a  mere  expreflion  of  mine,  too  loofe  perhaps,  has  made 
ap  obfervation  which  calls  on  me  for  a  reply.  When  I  faid 
that  all  the  papers  would  be  laid  before  your  Lordlhips,  on 
the  fubje£l  of  Ruffia,  I  clearly  meant  only  the  papers  ftated 
'by  His  Majefty.  I  have  no  communication  to  juftify  me 
in  faying  precifely  what  papers  will  be  laid  before  the  Houfe^ 

Lord  GRENVILLE.  It  will  not  be  fuppofed,  my  Lords, 
that  I  rife  to  provoke  hoftility  in  the  noble  Vifcount,  by  con- 
tcfting  any  aflertion  which  he  has  made  on  the  fubjeft  of  Ruf- 
iia  this  day.  The  proper  time  ^ill  be  undoubtedly  when  the 
papers  are  on  th^  table.  But  the  patriotic  and  manly  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  has  declared  his  fentiments  on  the 
fubjoft  of  the  conftitution,  demands  my  cordial  approbation. 
The  noble  Vifcount  has  proved,  that  however  we  may  differ 
oh  particular  meafiires — amidlt  all  the  jars  and  diflbnance  of 
parties'^  we  are  unanimous  in  principle.  There  is  a  perfeft 
and  entire  confent  in  the  love  and  maintenance  of  the  confti- 
tution as  happily  fubfifting.  It  muft  undoubtedly  give  con- 
cern to  your  Lordfhips  to  find,  that  the  time  is  come,  when 
there  is  propriety  in  thefe  expreflions  of  regard  to  the  confti- 
tution ;  and  that  there  are  men  who  dilfensjinate  doftrines  hof- 
tileto  the  genuine  fpiritof  our  well-balanced  fyftem.  I  agree 
"R'ith  the  noble  Vifcount,  that  they  have  not  much  fuccefs 
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I  am  convinced  that  there  is  no  danger  to  be  apprehended 
from  their  attempts ;  but  it  is  truly  important  and  confolatory 
to  know  that  if  ever  there  fhould  arife  a  ferious  alarm,  ther6 
is  but  one  fpirit — one  fenfe — and  one  determination  in  this 
Houfe,  and  that  carrying  up,  as  we  do,  ah  unanimous  affu- 
«rance  to  the  Throne,  of  our  inviolable  attachment  to  the  con- 
ftitution.  His  Majefty  will  know  that  he  has  in  us  united  de- 
fenders of  it  in  the  hour  of  danger.  I  thought  this  (hort  ob- 
fervation  due  in  acknowledgement  for  the  very  manly  decia* 
iratioh  of  the  noble  Vifcount.  In  regard  to  what  the  noble 
Lord  has  faid  on  the  fubje£t  of  Ruflia,  I  mud  take  the  liberty 
\o  diflent  entirely  from  his  conclufions,  and  at  the  proper  time 
I  (hall  certainly  be  ready  to  meet  the  noble  Lord. 

The  a(^drefs  was  then  agreed  to  nemine  diffentiente. 

A  Committee  was  formed  to  prepare  the  addrcfs.  It  was 
reported.  And  the  Lords  with  white  ftaves  ordered  to  take 
His  Majefty's  pleafure  when  he  will  be  waited  upon  with  the 
fame  at  St.  James's  Palace. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVednefday,  iji  February. 

As  foon  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  the  woolfack^ 
the  Lord  Steward  of  the  Houfehold  rofe  and  acquainted  thd 
Houfe,  that  His  Majefty  had  been  waited  upon,  purfuant  to 
order,  and  had  been  pleafed  to  appoint  this  day,  (yefterday) 
at  half  paft  two  o*clock,  to  receive  the  humble  addrefs  of  that 
right  honourable  Houfe. 

The  Houft  then  adjourned,  in  order  to  proceed  in  ftatc  to 
St.  James's. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

/ 

Tuefdayy  *]th  February. 

The  Duke  of  DORSET  reported  to  the  Houfe^  His  Ma- 
jefty's anfwer  to  their  Lordfliips'  addrefs. 

My  Lords, 

/  thank  you  for  this  very  dutiful  and  loyal  addrefs.     The  ex* 

^rejjions  of  your  affection  towards  my  perfon  and  family  ^  and  of 

your  zealous  attachment  to  that  conftitution,  from  which  we  de- 
Vol..  XXXIIL  Mm 
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rive  /q  many  advantages y  are  peculiarly  acceptable  to  me.  And 
I  receive  with  great  pleafure  your  congratulations  on  the  marriage 
of  my  Jon y  the  Duke  £/*  York,  with  the  eldejl  daughter  of  my  good 
brother  and  ally,  the  King  of  Pruflia,  and  the  affurances  ef  your 
readinefs  to  concur  in  making  a  fuitable  provijion  far  their  efiab- 
lijhment. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  laid  before  the  Houfethe  papers  allud- 
ed to  rn  His  Majefty's  fpeech  from  the  throne,  relative  to  the 
peace  between  the  Emperor  and  the  Ottoman  Forte,  and  the 
negociation  with  the  Court  of  Peterfburgh. 

Lord  Vifcount  STORMONT  moved,  that  they  be  printed 
for  the  ufe  of  the  Members. 

Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy   gth  February. 

The  Houfe  being  formed  into  a  Committee  of  Privileges 
(Lord  Cathcart  in  the  chairj,  to  take  into  farther  confideration 
the  claim  of  Lord  Caftleftuart  to  the  borough  of  Ochiltree  ;  the 
validity  of  vi^hich  was  impeached,  on  the  ground  that  the  claim 
of  that  title  was  depending  before  the  Hbufe,  by  the  petitions 
of  the  Earls  of  Selkirk  and  Hopetoun. 

Lord  LAUDERDALE  exprefled  his  concern  at  the  abfencc 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  was  wont  to  prefide  upon  the  woolfack, 
and  upon  that  account  wilhed  the  farther  confideration  of  this 
caufe  to  be  poftponed  to  a  future  day.  He  dated  as  a  prece- 
dent, that  this  very  claim  was  put  off  at  the  clofe  of  the  laft 
feffion,  through  the  indifpofition  of  the  Chancellor, 

Lord  STORMONT  faid,  this  was  a  claim  fo  involved  in 
obfcurity,  fo  perplexed  with  law,  and  fo  intimately  conneSed 
with  the  preceding  matter,  that  he  did  not  think  it  poflible  to 
proceed,  without  the  afliftance  of  the  noble  Peer,  whofe  unre- 
mitted attention,  keen  difcernment,  and  confummate  abilities^ 
had  juftly  entitled  him  to  prefide  at  the  difcuflion  of  this  im- 
portant queftion.  He  would  therefore  intreat  their  Lordfliips 
to  poflpone  the  claim  of  Lord  Caftleftuart  until  the  recovery  of 
.their  Speaker,  and,  in  the  interval,  to  proceed  to  the  "next  that 
ftood  upon  the  Hft» 
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Lord  GRENVILLE  was  ready  to  allow  what  had  been 
ilated  relative  to  the  importance  of  the  fubjedl,  and  the  eulogi- 
um  that  had  been  beftowcd  upon  the  noble  Lord  who  prefided 
in  that  Houfe  ;  but  faw  no  occafion  to  delay  the  proceedings  on 
account  of  the  ab fence  of  any  perfon,  however  exalted  his  rank, 
or  confpicuous  his  mental  endowments  or  profeflional  acquiH- 
tions.  It  was  a  topic  of  the  utmoft  importance  ;  and  he  tiufted 
their  Lordfliips  would  reflefl,  that  the  Britiih  Peerage  was  at 
this  moment  incomplete.  The  kingdom  of  Scotland,  inftead 
of  being  reprefcnted  by  fixteen  Peers,  according  to  the  aft  of 
Union,  was  reprefented  only  by  thirteen  ;  which  deficiency 
was  to  be  imputed  to  the  delay  already  incurred  by  the  unpre* 
cedented  mode  of  trying  the  validity  of  the  eleftors  ;  fuch  con- 
duft  was  inconfiftent  with  the  dignity  of  the  Houfe,  and  highly 
derogatory  to  the  intereft  of  Scotland. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  declared,  that  no  perfon  re- 
gretted  the  unavoidable  procraftination  that  had  already  occur- 
led  in  the  difcuflion  of  a  quellion  which  involved  in  its  iflTue  th« 
privilege  of  the  claimant  to  fit  in  the  Britiih  Houfe  of  Peers. 
A  queftion  of  fuch  magnitude  ought  not  to  be  prefTed  in  the 
abfence  of  that  noble  Lord,  whofe  attendance  had  been  fo  con- 
ftant  in  the  preceding  part  of  the  bufinefs,  and  whofe  fagacity 
had  developed  points  fo  intricate  and  involved  in  the  myftery  of 
law.  He  confefled  his  infufficiency  did  not  warrant  him  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  fubjeft,  although  he  had  ftudied  it  with 
all  the  affiduity  his  other  avocations  and  engagements  would  per- 
mit ;  and  he  was  authorifed  to  fay,  that  the  noble  and  very 
learned  Judge  who  was  delegated  to  prcfide  as  their  Speaker, 
was  no  lefs  diffident  of  his  competency  to  offer  his  fentiments 
upon  the  merits  of  this  perplexed  and  intricate  bufinefs.  H« 
lamented  the  noble  Lord  who  was  wont  to  prefide  upon  th« 
woolfack  was,  from  the  nature  of  his  complaint,  precluded 
from  fpecifying  any  definite  time  when  their  LordQiips  might  be 
favoured  with  his  aflillance,  which  he  confidered  of  infinite 
importance  in  the  decifion  of  the  claim  under  confideration. — 
He  thought  it  therefore  incumbent  upon  the  Houfe  to  delay 
farther  proceedings  until  that  event  took  place,  and  in  the  mean 
time  to  adjourn  the  Committee  to  Thurfday  next. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  the  delay  already  incurred  in  this 
difcuflion,  operated  as  a  check  to  the  prog^refs  of  other  bufinefs 

Mm  ^ 
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before  the  Houfe ;  and  he  was  mod  decidedly  of  opinion,  that 
the  Committee  fhould  not  adjourn  over  to-morrow. 

Lord  CATHCART  hoped  their  Lordfhips  woi^ld  confider, 
not  only  the  time  that  had  been  confumed,  but  alfo  the  money 
that  had  been  expended  by  the  claimants,  in  fupport  of  their 
petitions  \  he  wilhed  therefore  to  know,  whether  the  Counfel- 
were  ready  to  proceed  with  the  title  that  flood  next  upon  the 
lift  ?     To  whjch  they  anfwered  in  the  negative. 

The  Committee  was  adjourned  to  Thurfday  next. 

The  Houfe  being  refumed,  a  deputation  from  the  Commons 
prefented  the  bill  for  regulating  the  trial  of  controverted  elec- 
tions, and  to  amend  an  aft  pafled  in  the  eleventh  year  of  his 
prefent  Majefly,  which  was  read  a  firft  time,  and  ordered  to 
be  read  a  fecond  time  to-morrow. 

The  Houfe  adjouriied. 

Friday y    loth  February. 

•  •  s 

The  bill  to  enable  the  Commons  to  proceed  on  an  impeach- 
ment without  balloting  for  an  eleftion  Committee,  was  read  a 
i&rft  and  fecond  time,  and  ordered  to  be  committed  for  Mon- 
day. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

^  / 

Monday y  lyh  February. 

Two  petitions  for ,  private  bills  were  read,    and  referred  ta 
two  Judges  to  report  thereupon. 
The  Houffe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy  14th  February. 

The  bill  refpefting  libels  was  brought  from  the  Houfe  of 
Commons. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday y  i6th  February. 

The  Houfe  in  a  Committee  of  Privilege  proceeded  in  hear- 
ing Counfel  on  the  Scotch  Peers  elefUon* 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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Friday f  I'jth  February. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  moved,  that  the  proper  officer  do 
lay  before  the  Houfe,  the  date  of  the  order  for  raifmg  and  im- 
prefling  feamen  to  man  the  navy,  and  likewife  the  order  for 
<iifcharging  them  during  the  years  1790  and  1791. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  he  had  no  ojeSipn  to  th« 
motion,  but  the  noble  Peer  might  with  a  little  patience  obtain 
the  fame  information  from  the  edimates  of  the  expences,  whidi 
will  (hortly  be  prefented  to  the  Houfe. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  moved  for  an  account  of  all  the 
ihips  of  war  put  into  commiflion,  diftinguifhing  their  force  aiid   ' 
rate,  from  the  month  of  March  1 790,  to  the  month  of  April 
1791. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  ftated,  that  he  had  no  objeAion.  Or- 
dered. 

'Earl  FITZWILLIAM  moved,  ^'  that  a  copy  of  the  defi- 
nitive treaty  of  peace  between  Ruflia  and  the  Porte,  might  be 
laid  before  the  Houfe. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  replied,  that  His  Majefly's  Miniftew 
had  not  received  any  copies  of  the  treaty,  which  were  properlj 
authenticated  by  the  Anlbaffadors  at  the  refpeSive  Courts. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  faid,  that  in  the  courfe  of  the  long 
negociation,  it  feemed  highly  abfurd  that  His  Majefty's  fer- 
vants  fhould  not  be  acquainted  with  the  great  outlines  of  that 
peace,  although  the  copies  might  not  be  received. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  the  various  letters  and  tranfcripts 
are  not  fufficiently  explanatory  to  give  the  precife  limits  and 
exadl  terms. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  faid,  then  my  Lords,  I  now  begin 
to  underftand  the  noble  Lords  in  Adminiftration ;  they  have 
been  committing  the  nation  to  a  tedious,  a  doubtful,  and  ex- 
penfive  negociation,  between  two  great  contending  powers, 
and  now  having  aflumed  to  themfelves  the  merit  of  it,  they  arc 
totally  unacquainted  with  the  terms  upon  which  it  is  concluded* 
The  motion  was  then  dropped. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  moved,  that  the  Houfe  be  fum- 
moned  for  Monday  next.— Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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Mondajy  loth  February, 

LordRAWDON  faid,  previous  to  their  Lordfhips'  pro^ 
.c6cding  to  the  bufinefs  of  the  day,  he  wiflied  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  noble  Lords  to  a  fubjcft,  the  circumftances  of  which 
he  thought  ^warranted  his  prefFing  it  upon  their  notice.  It  was 
concerning  a  foreign  nobleman/  who  had  b^en  arrefted,  and 
was  now  in  one  of  our  jails.  He  Jcnew  the  juftice  and  huma- 
nity of  their  Lordlhips  would  naturally  be  excited  toy/ards  a, 
foreigner,  but  more  particularly  when  that  foreigner  had  con- 
duced himfelf  towards  the  Britilli  foldiers  who  furrendered 
with  Lord  Cornwallis  at  York  Town,  with  a  liberality  and 
humanity  that  did  him  the  greateft  honour.  He  would  take  the 
liberty  to  (late  fhortly  his  cafe  to  their  Lordlhips,  and  was  furc 
they  would  think  it  becoming  their  dignity  to  pay  fome  s^tten- 
tion  to  it.'  The  Duke,  as  many  oihdr  perfons  of  faftiion  d.id> 
had  iflued  bills^  to  a  confiderable  amount,  and  many,  forgeries, 
purporting  to  be  his  bills,  had  been  made.  This  he  neither 
knew  nor  fufpe6led,  until  he  had  paid  a  much  greater  fum 
than  he  had  iflTued  bills  for ,  fo  that  he  had  paid  feveral 
of  the  forged  bills,  while  fome  of  the  real  ones  remain- 
ed in  circulation.  From  his  fiiuation  at  the  time,  he 
found  it  neceiTary  to  pay  all  that  were  prefented  to  him,  whe- 
ther forged  or  not,  and  by  this  he  thought  he  had  nothing  to 
fear.  He,  at  the  f^^me  time,  having  applied  to  a  Conrt  of 
Jufticc  here,  received  a  verdlEl  in  his  favour.  However,  upon 
his  return  to  England,  he  was  again  arrefted  upon  bills  for 
2000K  which  it  was  faid  remained  unpaid  at  Dunkirk,  and 
this  at  thp  fuit  of  a  perfon  who  had  lived  in  a  chandler's  fliop^ 
where  he  had  run  up  a  fcore  of  a  guinea,  which  heqould  not 
pay — had  afterwards  been  two  nights  in  a  barber's  fhop  for  want 
of  lodgings,  and  who  could  not  produce  any  fuch  bills  as  he 
had  made  his  affidavit  upon,  nor  was  there  any  probability  of 
his  ever  having  been  poflfeffed  of  them.  From  thefe  extraor- 
dinary circumftanccs,  it  appeared  that  there  muft  be  fome  con- 
fpiracy  againft  him  ;  and  that  for  the  purpofe  of  detaining  hiqi 
in  this  country,  when  his  prefcnce  was  requifite  in  France.— 
He  was  happy  that  a  gentleman  of  great  abilities  in  the  other 
Houfe,    had  turned  his  mind  to  the .  fubje As  of  arrefts  upon 
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mefnc  proceiTes.  He  ftated  many  abufes,  amongft  others,  the 
particular  cafe  of  a  woman  who  was  confined  for  25  years, 
and  whofe  confinement  ended  only  with  her  death,  for  a  debt 
under  ^2ol. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  then  read. 

Earl  FITZ  WILLI  AM  rofe,  and  addreffing  himfelf  to 
Lord  Grenville,  faid  he  had  a  few  queftions  to  put  to  his  Lord- 
fhip  before  he  opened  his  propofitions  to  the  Houfe.  The  firft 
was,  that  he  requefted  to  be  informed  by  the  noble  Secretary  of 
State  whether  any  copy  of  the  preliminary  articles  between  Ruf- 
fia  and  the  Porte  had  been  officially  communicated  to  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  thought  it  was  irregular  to  put  quef- 
tions to  any  noble  Lord  in  that  way,  and  fuggefted,  that  if  the 
noble  Earl  wifhed  for  any  information,  he  ought  to  bring  for- 
ward a  motion. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  then  rofe  to  ftate  to  their  Lordfliips 
his  reafons  for  ordering  them  to  be  fummoned  for  this  day,  and 
his  expeQations  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  by  laying  on  the 
table  all  fuch  papers  as  were  materially  connefted  with  the  late 
negociation  with  Ruffia,  particularly  the  preliminary  articles 
between  that  Court  and  the  Porte,  would  have  rendered  it  un- 
neceflary  for  him  to  have  troubled  their  Lordihips.  As  this 
had  not  been  done,  nor  any  information  given  to  the  Houfe 
more  than  they  were  pofTefled  of  when  the  fubjefl:  was  debated 
jaft  year,  when  it  was  held  out  as  a  queftion  of  confidence,  he 
fhould  think  it  his  duty,  whatever  fucccfs  might  attend  it,  to  move 
a  ftring  of  refolutions,  which  he  would  not  only  put  feparately, 
but  read  to  the  Houfe  before  he  fat  down.  He  conceived  it  the 
right  of  the  Houfe  to  be  informed  fully  and  completely,  not 
only  of  what  was  the  original  caufeand  objeft  of  the  armament, 
but  of  the  progrcfs  of  the  negociation  in  all  its  fteps.  Without 
this  knowledge,  it  was  impoffible  for  them  to  form  any  judge- 
ment upon  the  conclufion  of  that  negociation ;  and  until  they 
had  it,  they  were  free  to  form  whatever  opinions  they  might 
colleft  from  fuch  information  as  they  could  obtain*  None  that 
he  had  yet  learned  convinced  him  that  our  interference  was  at 
all  neceflary  to  bring  about  a  peace,  nor  did  the  refult  (hew 
that  it  had  been  at  all  ufeful.  In  order  to  putl:hem  in  full  pof- 
fcflion  of  his  intentions,  he  would  read  the  firft  fix  refolutions. 
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which  he  meant  to  move.  They  contained;  as  their  Lordfliips 
would  perceive,  a  plain  narrative  of  fadls,  the  truth  of  which 
would  not  be  denied ;  and  the  feventh  was  a  fair,  natural,  ^rid 
juft  conclufion  drawn  from  the  fafts  dated  in  the  other  fix. — * 
His  Lordfliip  read  the  following  rcfolutions,  the  firftof  which 
he  moved.  .  ^  ' 

**  I .  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  the  Emprefs  of  Ruf- 
fia  (whofe  uncontroverted  aflertion  to  the  Prufllan  and  Bri- 
tifli  Minifters  at  Peterfburgh,  that  the  Courts  of  Berlin  and 
London  had  acknowledged  and  avowed  that  (he  had  been 
unjuftly  attacked  and  provoked),  communicated  to  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters  by  her  Minifter  at  this  Court,  the  Count  de 
Woronzow,  on  the  2$th  of  May,  1790,  the  following  as 
the  loweft  terms  on  which  (he  was  ready  to  make  peace  with 
**  her  enemies : — i  ft .  The  re-eftablifliment  of  the  treaties  fub- 
**  fitting  at  the  moment  of  the  nipture. — zdly.  The  ceflion  of 
**  the  arid  and  uncultivated  territory  which  extends  as  far  as 
**  the  Dniefter  (containing  nothing  of  importance,  except  the 
**  fingle  town  of  Oczakow),  fo  as  this  river  may  hereafter  fervc 
"  as  a  frontier  between  Ruflia  and  Turkey. 

**  2-  That  in  anfwer  to  this  communication.  His  Majcf- 
•*  ty's  Minifters  obferved  to  the  Ruffian  Minifter,  Count  Wo- 
•*  ronzow,  that  thefe  propofitions  appear  little  calculated  to 
'*  (Conciliate  the  minds  either  of  the  King  of  Sweden,  or  of 
"  the  Porte :  the  ceffion  of  Oczakow,  with  its  territory,  to 
'*  Ruffia  might  meet  with  the  greateft  oppofition  on  the  part  of 
"  the  Turks,  and  confequently  ferve  rather  to  prolong  than 
*^  terminate  the  calamities  of  war. 

3.  That  in  the  month  of  i^uguft,  1790,  the  King  of  Swe- 
den concluded  a  peace  with  ihe  Emprefs  of  Ruffia,  without 
"  the  intervention  of  Great  Britain. 

"  4.  That  after  the  peace  had  been  concluded  with  the  King 
*^  of  Sweden,  and  during  the  courfe  of  a  fuccefsful  campaign, 
"  the  fame  propofitions  refpeding  terms  of  peace  with  the 
"  Porte,  as  had  heretofore  been  offered  by  the  Emprefs  of  Ruf- 
•'  fia,  were  again  repeated  by  his  Swedifti  Majefty  on  different 
occafions,  and  particularly  fo  on  the  31ft  OSober,  1790, 
accompanied  on  that  occafion  by  a  declaration,  that  the  con- 
"  ditions  of  peace  will  alway*  confift  of  the  fame  terms  on  hot 
**  part.  2 
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"  5.  That  thefc  propofitions  having  been  invariable  on  the 
**  part  of  the  Emprefs  of  Rullia,  from  the  26th  May,  1790, 
"  a  meflage  v^ras  delivered  on  the  28th  March  laft  by  His  Ma- 
^'  jefty's  Minifters,  in  his  name,  to  the  two  Houfes  of  Parlia- 
'*  ment. 

[Here  was  infert^d  His  Majcfty's  mdTage.] 

"  6.  That  a  great  naval  armament  was  immediately  ordered  * 
Ji  to  be  equipped  ;  that  fubfequent  to  this  armament  a  negoci- 
"  ation  was  refumed  by  His  Majefty's  Minifter  at  Peterfburgh 
**  on  the  26th  May  1791,  for  the  exprcfs  purpofe  of  fecuring 
"  a  defenfive  frontier  to  the  Turkilli  Empire,  as  a  point  of 
*/  the  higheft  injportance  to  the  fecurity  and  independence  of 
''  that  power,  and  effential  fdr  the  maintenance  of  the  perma- 
"  nent  tranquillity  of  Europe ;  which  negociation  was  con- 
"  eluded  by  adopting  the  propoGtion  made  by  the  Emprefs  on 
"  the  26th  May  1790,  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters  ;  and  not 
^'  only  admitted  as  the  bafis  oiTan  accommodation,  but  it  was 
"  farther  declared  on  the  part  of  His  Majefty's  Minifter,  that 
"  if  the  faid  terms  were  not  accepted  by  the  Porte  within  four 
"  months,  the  termination  of  the  war  fliould  be  left  to  thecourfc 
"  of  events.  *  ' 

"  7^  That  the  negociations  of  the  Bcitifh  Cabinet  during  a 
"  period,  of  fourteen  months  from  26th  May,  1790,  backed 
"  and  enforced  by  the  weight  and  formidable  authority  of  a 
"  great  naval  armament,  equipped  for  that  exprefs  purpofe, 
"  had  no  eiFeft  with  refpeft  to  the  interefts  of  the  Ottoman 
*^  Porte,  ynlefs  that  of  retarding  the  conclufion  of  peace  be- 
"  tween  that  Power  and  Ruflia,  and  of  extending  the  calami- 
"  tics  of  war  for  two  unneceflary  and  more  deftru£live  cam- 
"  paigns  to  the  Turks ;  nor  any  with  refpeft  to  the  interefts  of 
"  Great  Britain,  but  that  of  expofmg  the  honour,  hazarding 
"  the  tranquillity  of  the  kingdom,  and  of  cramping  the  ex- 
"  tent,  and  endangering  the  fafety  of  its  commerce,  by  an  un-  ' 
"  neceflary  and  moft  expenfivc  display  of  naval  equipment, 
"  which  had  no  beneficial  objeft  in  view,  and  which  obtained 
*^  no  national  advantage  whatever.'* 

The  Earl  of  ELGIN  faid,  that  it  was  with  great  diffidence 
that  he  addreffed  their  Lordftiips  for  the  firft  time,  and  the 
more  fo,  from  the  particular  fituation  in  wliich  he  flood :  lay- 
ing afide,  however,  every  other  confideration,  he  would  offer 
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his  fentiments  without  any  confideration,  bat  what  was  con- 
neSed  with  his  parliamentary  duty.  He  thought  there  was  no» 
neceffity  for  the  refolutions  moved  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  was 
ferfeftly  fatisfied,  by  the  papers  6n  the  table,  as  to  the  conduft^ 
the  progrefs,  and  the  refult  of  the  negociation  with  Ruflia^ 
which  papers  he  thought  completely  fufficient,  without  any  far- 
ther communication  to  convince  their  Lordftiips  upon  the  ques- 
tion at  tfliie.  He  contended  for  the  importance  of  our  foreign 
alliances,  and  the  fteceflity  to  encourage  and  preferve  them  in- 
violable— a  precife  attention  to  which  formed  part  of  that  laud- 
able fyftenti,^  which,  in  his  opinion.  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
had  followed.  He  called  the  attention  of  their  Lordftiips  to- 
wards the  Auftrian  arms,  which  might  have  been  employed 
againft  Turkey  ;  a  circumftance  which  it  certainly  was  onr 
bufmefs  to  prevent  $  and  he  maintained  that  a  jundion  of  the 
powers  of  Rulfia  with  the  Houfe  of  Auftria,  and  aided  by 
France  againft  the  Turks,  was  a  circumftance  which,  if  not 
checked  in  time,  might  be  of  very  deftruftive  confequences  in 
the  politics  of  Europe,  and  tend  to  overturn  that  balance  of 
power  which  it  was  our  undoubted  intcrcft  and  avowed  prin- 
ciple to  preferre*  With  regard  to  the  objefts  of  the  armament, 
he  contended,  that  they  were  proper,  and  worthy  of  the  Britifli 
Court ;  and  that  the  means  employed  tu  obtain  them  were 
not  only  juftifiable,  but  highly  laudable  ;  that  they  had  not 
fceen  attended  with  fuch  complete  fuccefs  as  Minifters  could 
have  wifhed,  he  confcfled  ;  but  he  afcribed  that  in  a  great  mea« 
fure  to  both  the  objeSs  and  the  means  having  been  mifreprc- 
fentedin  this  country  ;  and  he  averred,  that  if  the  bafis  upon 
which  the  negociation  was  fourfded,  met  with  a  fair  and  im- 
partial inveftigation,  it  would  be  found  fuch  a  bafis,  as  entitled 
it  to  be  called  prudetit,  Wife,  and  folid ;  and  if  this  was  th^ 
^afe,  he  thought  it  became  the  Houfe  to  refift  the  propofitions 
of  the  noble  Lord.  On  the  fubjeft  of  Oczakow,  the  freedom 
of  navigating  the  Dniefter,  and  the  pofleflion  of  the  cduntiy 
between  the  Bog  and  the  Dniefter,  his  Lorrffliip  made  feveral 
obfervatfonsi  pointing  out  what  he  confidered  to  be  the  real 
importance  of  each  objeA  to  this  couatry,  and  to  the  Turks. 
Reviewing  the  politics  of  Europe  for  a  confiderable  timebadt, 
he  concluded,  that  it  was  the  uniform  fyftem  of  Ruflia  to  pvtt^ 

fue  an  acquifitioa  of  territory  and  of  power^  whenever  9tn  op- 
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poftunity  occurred ;  and  that  this  fyftem,  if  not  properly  kept 
down  by  our  interference,  was  of  a  very  pernicious  tendenry  to 
the  Turks,  to  Poland,  and  to  the  general  balance  of  power  in 
£urope.     The  noble  Earl  had  dated  the  terms  which  he  thought 
were  thofe  on  which  the  Brltifli  Court  had  infifted,    and  had 
aflced  why  Miniftershad  entirely  deferted  thofe  terms,  and  con- 
cluded a  negociation,  during  which  no  one  of  thofe  terms  had 
been  obtained.     This  was  with  him  one  great  caufe  for  giving 
his  approbation  to  Minifters  for  their  conduft  and  good  fenfe, 
and  it  clearly  proved  that  they  were  determined  not  to  make  z 
badufe  of  the  confidence  given  them  by  Parliament  laft  feffion. 
Whatever  their  opinions  might  be,    or  the  hopes  they  had  en- 
tertained of  the  fyftem  they  had  laid  down,   yet  when  they 
found  that  both  in  and  out  of  Parliament  there  was  much  op- 
pofition  to  that  fyftem,  they  had  relinquiflied  it,  in  hopes  that 
they  were  ferving  their  country,  although  not  in  the  way  which 
they  meant  to  have  done.     It  had  been  afked,  but  why  keep  a 
freat  and  expenfive  armament  for  a  confiderable  time  after  this 
general  opinion  of  the  country  was  known,  and  the  Minifters 
themfelves  had  determined  to  forego  the  execution  of  their  plan  i 
Now,  when  the  objeft  of  that  armament  was  ferioufly  confi- 
4ered9  and  the  fituation  of  Europe  at  the  time,  he  could  not 
believe  that  any  noble  Lord  in  that  Houfe,  or  wife  man  in  the 
country,   would  have  advifed  a  difmemberment  of  that  force 
and  power  with  which  Minifters  had,  with  the  approbation  of 
Parliament,    thought  it  neceflary  that  the  country  (hould  be 
prepared,  until  the  negociation,    which  it  was  intended  to  aid 
and  forward,    was  brought  to  fome  conclufion  or  other.     Be- 
fides  the  different  objefts  of  the  armament  which  had  been 
mentioned,  he  faid,  there  were  many  other  confiderations  that 
rendered  it  priident  and  neceflary  not  to  diminifli  our  ftrength, 
till  we  could  obtain  the  objeft  of  our  wiflies.     For  all  which 
reafons  he  oppofed  the  refolutions,   and  begged  Iqave  to  move 
the  previous  queftion : 

The  Earl  of  DARNLEY,  in  reply  to  the  noble  Earl  who 
ipoke  laft,  apologifed  for  prefling  himfelf  upon  their  Lordftiips* 
attention,  efpecially  when  he  reflefted  on  his  own  fituation  as 
an  inexperienced  fpeaker,  and  confcious  of  his  defefts  in  abi- 
lity and  information,  compared  with  what  their  Lordftiips  had 

already  witoeifed,  and  would,  no  doubt^  have  occafion  to  fee 

Nn  a 
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ftill  dHplaye_d  in  the  courfe  of  that  night's  difcuflion.     He  dif- 
agreed  almoft  in  every  point  from  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl, 
and  he  thought  the  armed  negociation  with  Ruflra,  in  place  of 
being  of  the  leaft  poflible  advantage  to  this  country,  was  at- 
tended with  circumftances  in  every  rcfpedt  derogatory  to  the 
dignity>  the  honour,  and  the  policy  of  Great  Britain.     He 
was  not  entitled  to  fay  fo  much  about  the  general  ftatc  of  Eu- 
rope as  the  noble  lEarl ;  indeed  he  had  not  poffeffed  fuch  oppor*- 
tunities  of  information.     But  he  could  not  avoid  reverting  to  ' 
the  ftate  of  this  country  at  the  end  of  the  laft  war,  compara- 
tively with  that  in  which  it  was  now,  to  the  general  ftate  of 
Europe  at  the  time  this  armament  commenced,  and  then  in- 
quiring a  little  into  the  prudence  and  propriety  of  that  conduft 
in  Adminiftration  fo  much  praifed  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  fo 
little  meriting  applaufe,  in  his  opinion.     He  paid  fome  hand- 
feme  compliments  to  the  Lord  Malmeft)ury,  whofe  fervices 
he  regretted  were  not  now  called    into   aft  ion ;    and  like- 
wife  fpoke  in  very   flattering  terms  of  Mr.  Ewart,  the  late 
Ambaflador  at  Berlin,  whbfe  unremitting  attention  to  his  di- 
plomatic duties  and  great  exertions  in  public  bufinefs  had  un- 
fortunately occafidned  a  fate  which  the  country  muft  fmcerely 
lament.     He  faid  the  fupcriority  of  the  Biitifli  name,  in  the 
general  fcale  of  European  politics,  certainly  was  great,  and 
many  caufes  had  concurred*  to  produce  this  pre-eminence. 
Amongft  others,  the   fituation   of  France  was  one  of  the 
ftrongeft,  and  he  might  fay,  without  an  over  degree  of  na- 
tional vanity,  that  we  might  have  been  fuppofed  in  a  fituation 
that  our  mediation  between  contending  powers  would  have 
infured  fuccefs^to  the  objeds  of  our  wifhes,   provided  our 
councils  were  guided  by  wife  and  able  ftatefmen  ;  but  how  far 
this  had  been  the  cafe  he  hefitated  to  pronounce.     There  was 
certainly  a  time  when,  by  our  interference,  we  might  have  dic- 
tated peace  between  Ruilia   and  the   Porte  upon  our  own 
terms  ;  and  how  far  Minifters  were  entitled  to  approbation  for 
letting  that  opportunity  flip  he  could  not  eafily  reconcile  to 
common  fenfe  or  common  obfervation.     Whatever  might 
have  been  the'  motives  or  the  objefts  of  Adminiftration,  one 
,  faa  was  clear  and  undeniable,  and  that  was,  that  no  poflible 
advantage  could  arife  to  the  country  from  the  line  of  conduA 
they  had  followed,  and  that  whatever  terms  jthcy  ncgociatcd 
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for,  they,  in  faS,  had  gained  nothing.  They  had  put  the 
country  to  great  expence,  made  the  Britifli  policy  appear  ridi- 
culous over  all  Europe  ;  and  having  concluded  their  ill-advifed, 
and  worfe-Qondufted,  negociation,  entered  into  and  protrafted, 
to  be  fure,  with  a  kind  of  concurrence  from  Parliament, 
^?^rhich  concurrence  proceeded  entirely  on  confidence,  and  not 
from  any  information  which  had  been  given  to  Parliament. 
After  ajl  this,  what  had  they  obtained  for  the  country  —  no- 
thing—  not  even  one- of  the  points  which  at  the  outfet  pf  the 
armament  they  pretended  to  be  their  objeft.  In  (hort,  inftead 
of  obtaining  any  thing,  they  had  been  obliged  to  concede 
terms,  which  they  had  in  an  haughty  manner  told  all  Europe 
they  never  would  depart  from  —  the  peace  between  Ruffia  and 
the  Porte  had  been  ultimately  concluded  without  the  leaft  re- 
fpeft  to  the  meddling  interference  of  Great  Britain.  They 
had  allowed  alfo  a  treaty  of  peace  to  be  concluded  between 
Ruffia,  Sweden,"  and  Denmark,  which,  if  any  thing  could 
tend  to  encroach  upon  the  balance  of  power  in  Europe,  muft 
have  that  tendency,  by  uniting  the  maritime  powers  in  the 
Baltic.  When  he  came  to  notice  the  contents  of  the  papers 
on  the  table,  he  was  forry  to  exprefs  his  regret  to  the  Houfe 
that  they  fhewed  nothing  but  a  violation  of  the  dignity  of 
Great  Britain  ;  and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  produced 
and  treated  by  Minifters  he  thought  was  equally  unbtcoming 
the  dignity  of  their  Lordfhips.  They  fhewed  nothing  but 
fubterfuge  and  evafion,  imperious  demands  and  mean  retrac- 
tion, on  one  fide,  he  was  forry ^o  fay  that  of  Britain;  and 
nothing  but  dignity  and  firmnefs,  juflice  and  policy,  on  the 
part  of  Ruffia.  He  concluded  by  thanking  their  Lordfhips 
for  their  polite  attention,  and  regretted  his  inability  to  exprefs 
his  ideas  in  a  manner  more  worthy  of  their  notice., 

Lord  KINNOUL  faid  he  could  not  fit  filent  on  the  difcuf- 
fion  of  meafures  of  Adminiftration  which  he  completely  con- 
demned. Whether  he  confidered  the  objeftof  the  negociation 
which  Minifters  had  refted  upon,  and  for  which  they  had  put 
the  country  to  a  great  expence  from  the  armament,  or  their 
condudl  with  the  different  belligerent  powers,  he  thought 
them  highly  cenfurable. 

This  country  had  a  right,  from  the  high  rank  it  flood 
amongft  the  powers  of  Europe,  to  mediate  ;  and  if  a  media- 
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tion  was  begun,  and  carried  on  upon  found  prmciples  of  wif- 
dom  and  enlarged  policy,  and  ended  with  fuccefs,  it  might 
tend  to  the  national  honour,  and  to  the  good  of  thofe  for  whom 
it  interfered  t  but  if,  as  in  the  prefent  inftance,  it  was  only  a 
meddling  interference,  without  a  plea  of  exigency  or  obliga- 
tion of  treaty,  begun  in  high-founding  language,  and  receding 
from  the  terms  it  propofed,  and  acceding  to  thofe  on  which 
the  oppofite  party  advanced  at  the  firft,  and  maintained  to  the 
laft,  it  only  degraded  the  nation,  and  did  no  good  either  to  the 
country  itfelf,  or  to  the  other  powers  in  queftion. 

The  Turks  had  no  reafon  to  thank  us,  who  had  unfortu- 
nately liftened  to  our  advice,  and  depended  on  our  aid  and 
promifes,  and  after  two  campaigns,  at  the  expence  of  much 
blood  and  treafure,  was  obliged  to  accede  to  terms  Ihe  might 
without  that  have  received  from  the  firft. 

Sweden  had  fortunately  not  trufted  to  us  —  non  tale  auxilU 
tiec  defenjoribus  ijlis — and  concluded  alone  a  treaty  with  Ruffia 
much  fooner  than  thofe  who  had  the  kind  interference  of  the 
mediating  powers. 

Ruilia  had  adied  on  juft  grounds  and  moderate  principles, 
and  maintained  them  to  the  laft  :  (he  was  not  to  be  intimidated 
by  the  frowns  and  menaces  of  any  power  whatever. 

Jujium  et  tenacem  propojitt 
Non  vuJtus  infiantus  tyrdnnis 
Mente  qualit  folida. 

It  was  right,  when  the  exigency  of  the  cafe  required  it,  to 
arm  and  call  forth  the  energy  of  the  country  ;  but  armaments 
ought  to  be  well  weighed  and  confidered  before  they  were 
ufed,  as  arming  and  difarming,  and  without  adion,  played 
with  the  public  credit  of  the  country  and  the  bravery  of  the 
people  ;  and  prefs  warrants,  though  they  may  be  juftifiab\  in 
extreme  cafes,  fhould  never  be  ufed  but  on  great  occafioas,  as 
fuch  pnly  could  juftify  what  muft  be  acknowledged  an  en- 
croachment of  the  liberty  of  the  People. 

He  was  furprifed  to  hear  the  noble  Earl  (Lord  Elgin)  talk  of 
the  policy  of  a  pacific  fyftem,  when  the  conduft  of  Minifters 
were  juft  the  reverfe  to  it ;  nor  could  he  agree  with  him  in  the 
.  confequence  he  attached  to  Oczakow  and  its  territory  ;  but 
if  it  was  of  that  confequence  in  the  eyes  of  Minifters,  it  was 
difgraceful  in  them  not  to  purfue  their  firft  meafures^  zxA 
maintain  them  to  the  laft. 
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Lord  Kinnoul  was  furprifed  at  the  noble  Lord's  fpeaking  of 
the  provinces  as  part  of  the  Emprefs's  terms,  which  were 
given  up  long  before  an  armament  was  thought  of,  and  fur- 
prifed he  fhould  expeft  the  Emprefs  to  agree  to  terms  on  the 
Jiatus  quoy  as  the  other  powers  had  done,  when  (he  ftood  in  a 
very  different  predicament,  being  unjuftly  attacked  and  pro- 
voked, and,  after  a  feries  of  four  years,  diilinguiihed  on  her 
part  with  great  and  uninterrupted  fuccefs. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  faid,  the  noble  Earl  who  made  the 
motion,  had  only  put  one  of  his  refolutions  —  he  had  read  the 
others  ;  and  as  he  confidered  the  tendency  of  the  whole  was  to 
draw  a  cenfure  from  that  Houfe  upon  the  conduft  of  Admini- 
ftration,  he  would  treat  them  generally  ;  at  the  fame  time  con- 
vinced that  there  was  not  the  lead  ground  for  the  cenfure  which 
the  hoble  E^rl  called  for.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  who 
fpoke  laft,  that  a  pacific  fyftem  was  that  which  was  mod  for 
the  intereft  of  Great  Britain  ;  and  he  faw  nothing  in  the  con- 
du£t  of  Minifters  which  indicated  a  different  opinion.  Ruflia 
was  not  fo  friendly  to  us  as^  fbme  noble  Lords  thought ;  of 
this  he  was  ftrongly  convinced  ;  and  he  would  in  the  courfe  of 
his  fpeech  draw  the  attention  of  noble  Lords  to  her  condu£t 
upon  different  occafions,  which  they  would  readily  allow  was 
not  of  a  friendly  nature  towards  us.  As  to  what  had  been  faid 
about  maritime  powers,  he  muft  obferve  that  on  this  very  point 
Ruflta  owed  much  to  Great  Britain,  though  he  could  not  find 
out  a  period  when  ihe  had  fhewn  any  gratitude  for  that  or 
other  fervices  which  ihe  had  received  froth  us.  He  particu- 
larly ftated  the  aid  we  gave  her  in  the  war  in  which  fhe  was 
involved  in  1739,  and  afferted  that  her  maritime  confequence 
arofe  almoft  entirely  from  her  conneAion  with  Britain :  we 
had  lent  her  officers  known  for  their  bravery  and  condu£i  to 
prepare  and  to  fight  her  fleets  ;  of  thofe  he  need  only  mention 
the  late  Sir  Charles  Knowles,  and  the  names  of  Elphinftonc 
and  Dugdale,  to  point  out  to  their  Lordfhips  what  affiflance  her 
navftl  ftrength  had  received  from  us.  The  armed  neutrality, 
and  its  effefts,  were  in  the  rccoUeSion  of  every  body.  On 
what  occafion  then  were  we  fo  much  indebted  to  her  ?  Our 
commercial  intercourfe  was  the  next  theme  of  admiration  and 
«fl:etfm  with  forae  people  \  let  them  confider  what  it  really  was. 
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and  they  would  find  that  it  was  defirable  and  ufcful  in  many 
'articles ;  this  country  gained  nothing  by  it ;  on  the  contrary^ 
let  them  examine  the  duties  on  our  imports  and  exports  in  the 
Ruffian  trade,  and  he  would  venture  to  fay,  that  the  balance 
would  be  found  three  to  one  againft  us.  There  were  many 
great  and  refpe6lable  men  in  the  country  who  were  of  a  diffe- 
rent opinion  from  Adminiftration  ;  he  would  not  fay  the  whole 
country  was  fo,  but  the  general  opinion  being  fo  avowedly  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  he  thought  they 
did  wifely  in  relinquiftiing  an  objeft  which  did  not  feem  of  fuch 
cffential  importance  as  to  rifle  a  war  :  a  war  in  this  country, 
when  the  nation  was  not  unanimous  as  to  the  propriety  of  that 
war,  was  always  to  be  avoided,  and  it  was  w^U  known  that 
there  was  a  large  party  laft  year  who  feemed  inclined  to  fup- 
port  the  caufe  of  Ruflia. 

The  Earl  of  GUILDFORD  faid,  he  was  not  in  the  Houfc 
on  the  firft  day  of  the  fefliion,  when  His  Majefty  delivered  his 
fpeech  from  the  throne.  But  when  he  was  informed,  that  in 
a  part  of  that  fpeech  it  was  pfomifed  to  lay  all  the  papers  rela- 
tive to  the  negociation  with  the  Court  of  Peter  (burgh  before  the 
Houfe,  it  gave  him  much  fatisfa£lion,  and  in  this  he  approved 
much  of  the  conduftdf  Adminiflration.  It  flieweid,  that  they 
were  well  advifed,  and  entertained  a  becoming  refpeft  for  the 
dignity  of  Parliament.  When  the  queftion  was  argued  laft 
year,  the  grounds  upon  which  they  voted  muft  be  in  the  recol- 
ledlion  of  every  noble  Lord ;  thofe  grounds  for  agreeing  were 
not  from  any  information  which  His  Majefty's  Minifters  hzd 
laid  before  the  Houfe  ;  for  then  all  was  involved  in  prudent 
filence,  minifterial  difcretion,  and  liberal  confidence.  Now, 
however,  the  cafe  is  altered  ;  all  this  is  over  ;  the  negociation 
is  concluded  ;  and  the  time  is  come  when  the  country  and 
their  Lordfliips  have  a  title  to  be  fatisfied  as  to  the  vote  which 
they  had  given  laft  year  ;  and  in  thofe  papers  they  were  to  fee 
all  the  particulars,  of  a  negociation  which  they  had  agreed  to  on 
confidence.  Now  it  was,  that  they  were  called  upon  to  judge 
of  the  meafure,  and  to  declare  to  the  country  their  conviftion 
that  this  year  had  juftified  their  confidence  of  laft  year  ;  on  this 
occafion,  therefore,  it  furely  became  His  Majefty'i  Minifters 
to  be  forward  in  furnifliing  the  Houfe  vvith,  and  calling  for, 
every  information  that  could  be  obtained  ^  fo  that  on  an  ample 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  «Sx 

and  fair  inveftigation  of  their  meafures,  they  ttiight  receive  the 
judgement  of  the  Houfe  upon  the  merits  of  their  conduft.— 
Now  let  us  fee,  faid  his  Lordfhip>  if  Minifters  are  of  the  fame 
Opinion  with  him  ;  he  feared  much  they  were  not ;  for  inftead 
of  information,  or  any  fpecies  of  inveftigation,  even  of  the  pa- 
pers on  the  table,  a  motion  was  made  for  the  previous  queftion ; 
a  very  fatisfaSory  mode  of  explanation  furely.  Minifters  tell 
noble  Lords  that  they  voted  on  confidence  laft  year  ;  but  there 
is  no  occafion  for  them  to  be  informed  or  fatisfied  concerning 
the  nature  of  the  meafure,  or  the  particulars  of  the  negoctatioa 
,  which  they  had  agreed  to.  In  juftice  to  Minifters,  however^ 
it  became  the  dignity  of  their  Lordfhips  to  be  fatisfied  as  to 
fheir  condu£l,  and  to  pronounce  the  praife  or  cenfure  which 
ought  to  follow  their  meafures  ;  and  in  juftice  to  themfelves, 
it  became  their  duty  to  fatisfy  the  country,  ^nd  their  own  con- 
fciences,  that  they  had  taken  the  firft  opportunity  to  examine 
and  underftand  the  bufinefs,  which  they  had  fo  readily  agreed 
tOy  without  any  knowledge  of  its  confequences  at  the  time* 
This,  his  noble  friend  who  fpoke  laft,  as  well  as  the  noble 
Earl  (Elgin),  thought  quite  unneceflary,  and  by  a  fort  of  jpar- 
liamentary  injundion,.  called  upon  their  Lordflijps  to  extend 
their  confidence  ftill  farther,  and  vote  approbation  to  Minifters, 
without  any  previous  knowledge  of  what  they  are  to  be  com- 
mended for.  His  noble  friend  had  faid  that  Minifters  had  done 
right  in  two  refpeds,  firft,  in  arming  to  demand  Oczakow 
froni  Ruflia,  and  to  a!gree  to  a  peace  without  having  obtained 
it.  This  certainly  was  a  good  way  of  determining  that  Mini« 
fters  were  right  at  all  hazards  ;  but  how  their  Lordftiips 
could  folemnly  agree  to  fuch  doSrine  he  knew  not.  With 
regard  to  the  refolutiohs  moved  by  the  noble  Eair}  near  him, 
his  noble  friend  had  admitted  that  the  fa£ts  they  contained  were 
all  true,  but  would  not  admit  the  conclufions  that  neceftarily 
followed,  becaufe  they  appeared  like  a  cenfure  upon  Minifters. 
Whatever  his  noble  friend  might  think  of  the  Ruffian  trade,  he 
confidered  it  to  be  of  the  greateft  importance  to  Britain^  and 
almoft  indifpenfably  necefiary  to  this  country.  He  then  came 
to  inquire  what  the  objects  of  our  armament  and  negociation 
were,  if  to  aid  the  Turks  ;  the  refult  had  (hewn,  that  we  had 
not' been  able  to  do  any  thing  for  them^  which  they  could  not 

have  done  widiout  us*    In  an  early  ftage  of  the  debates  laft 
Vol.  XXXIIL  O  o 
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year  it  had  been  allowed,    that  there  was  no  obligation  on  m 
to  interfere,  by  any  exiiling  treaty  with  Pruffia.     It  had  been 
faid,    that  we  owed  much  to  PrufTia  in  fettling  the  affairs  of 
Holland ;  this  he  would  allow,  and  that  Pruffia  was  a  very  good 
ally  ;  but  certainly  the  interference  of  Pruffia,  on  that  occafion, 
was  of  much  more  confequence  to  Holland  than  to  us ;  and  yet 
he  had  never  heard  that  the  gratitude  of  Holland  had  diftated  to 
her  to  meddle  in  this  quarrel^  although  (he  owed  more  to  Pruf- 
fia than  we  did ;  and  after  all  that  had  been  faidr  he  would  aflt 
of  what  utility  or  benefit  to  Pruffia  had  our  mediation  ultipiiately 
proved — none  that  he  knew  of.     H'rs  noble  friend  had  argued 
this  point  generally.     He  (houM  lite  to  be  informed  how  it 
was  poffible  that  Oczakow,  remaining  in  the  poffeffion  of  Ruf- 
fia,  could  afFeft  our  ally  Pruffia?     Even  if  there  was  to  be  a 
war  between  them,  no  man  could  imagine  that  flic  would  enter 
the  Pruffisn  dominions  by  the  way  of  Oczakow ;  he  therefore 
could  not  fee  what  dangerous  increafe  of  power  Oczakow  gave^ 
hefover  Pruffia.     And  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  find  out  how  we  who 
had  readily  guaranteed  the  whole  of  the  Crimea  to  Ruffia  could 
be  under  any  alarms  or  apprehenfions  about  her  pofleiling  Oc- 
zakow, and  the  barren  defert  between  the  Bog  and  the  Dniefter 
and  Budziac  Tartary.  The  armed  neutrality  had  been  mentioned 
as  no  great  proof  of  the  friendlblp  of  Ruffia  towards  this  coun- 
try.    He  certainly  could  not  fay  that  His  Majefty*s  Miniftert 
had  afted  upon  principles  of  revenge  ;    they  had  a£ied  upon 
principles  purely  Britifli ;  foramongil  the  papers  in  their  Lord- 
fhips'  hands,   they  would  find  tliat  in  the  memorial  of  Count 
Ofterman,  when  the  Emprefs  hinted  at  het  protefting  all  neu- 
tral bottoms,  and  allowing  them  a  free  navigation,    as  it  had 
been  a  teftimony  of  her  inclination  to  ferve  Great  Britain,  the 
anfwerof  fvlr.  Whitworth  and  Mr.  Fawkener  breathed  nothing 
but  rapturous  joy,    confidence  and  fatisfaftion,   for  the  com- 
munication, which  feemed  to  difpsl  every  difficulty  whirfi  had 
previoufly  occurred  in  the  negociation.     Before  this  pert6d  they 
had  been  fettling  boundaries  to  the  Ruffiail  Empire,  planning 
divifions  of  the  diftridl  of  Oczakow,  and  the  country  between 
the  Bog  and  the  Dniefter ;  but  as  foon  as  the  Emprefs  declared 
her  wifh  to  proteQ  the  neutral  fyftem,  all  thefe  confiderations 
vanilhed ;    memorials  and  counter  memorials,  letters  and  an- 
fwers,  demands  and  conceffions,  went  on,  and  our  able  nego*^ 
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ciators  were  inclined  to  guarantee  the  Crimea,    to  ftate  no 
boundaries  to  the  Ruflian  dominions,  and  to  grant  whatever  (he 
required.     In  addition  to  what  he  had  faid  on  the  importance 
of  the  Ruflian  trade,  he  would  obferve,  that  of  all  the  poten- 
tates in  Europe,  it  was  the  intereft  of  this  country  to  keep  up  a 
good  underftanding  with  Ruflia.     He  had  likewife  noticed  be^ 
fore,  that  we  were  not  bound  by  any  treaty  of  alliance  to  med-« 
die  in  the  difpiite  between  Ruffia  and  the  Porte.     Where  then 
was  he  to  look  for  that  myfterious  fecret  caufe  of  our  interfe- 
rence?    He  really  ftill  believed  there  could  be  no  other  caufe 
but  that  of  Oczakow,    and  how  far  th^t  was  a  good  caufe  he 
would  notice  for  a  moment.     It  was  notorious  to  all  Europe 
that  Ruffia  had  declared  the  terms  upon  which  flie  would  make 
peace  fourteen  months  before  we  agreed  to  the  very  fame  terms, 
and  thofe  who  faid  that  Minifters  were  right  in  their  firft,  de- 
mands, and  then  right  in  relinquifhing  them,  feemed  to  forget 
that  after  an  expenfive  armament  and  protradted  negociation, 
they  had  defifted  from  a  claim  which  they  knew  they  could  not 
accompliih  before  they  began  to  arm .     His  idea  of  armaments 
agreed  perfedly  with  that  of  the  noble  Earl  (Kinnoul) ;  they 
were  not  to  be  entered  upon  without  a  ftrong  exifting  neccffity, 
becaufe  they  were  always  accompanied  by  the  mod  pernicious 
effefts,  ruinous  to  the  funds,  to  the  commercial  interefts,  and 
to  the  manufaftures  of  the  country.     He  was  a  good  deal  afto- 
nifhedby  the  arguments  of  fome,  who  feemed  to  think  nothing 
of  the  expences  of  an  armament,  when  they  had  money  in  hand 
to  pay  for  it ;    and  it  would  appear  there  were  at  prefent  fuch 
great  overflowings  of  cafli  fomewhe.re,    as  fufficiently  juftified 
Minifters  for  their  frequent  armaments.     It  was   not  long 
fince  the  country  was  called  upon  to  provide  for  defraying  an 
armament  againfl  Spain ;  and  fo  much  was  it  liked,  that  it  ap- 
peared they  had  allowed   fo  much  more  than  was  ncceflary, 
that  the  Minifter  was  encouraged  to  enter  upon  another  almoil 
immediately,  becaufe  a  part  of  it  could  be  paid  by  the  favings 
of  the  former;  thus, 

*^  The  funeral  bak'd  meats  did  coldly  furnifb  forth  the  marriage 
«  table." 

This  might  be  thrift  with  the  Minifter  of  the  prefent  day, 

kut  he  did  not  underftand  that  right  which  foiT.c  people  feemed 
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to  think  MInifters  had  to  play  the  fool ;    and  indeed  they  had 
(hewn  that  they  were  not  inclined  to  omit  any  opportunity  of 
doing  it,  left  another  might  not  occur.     He  was  told  that  wc 
had purchafed a  peace  in  this  manner;  now,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  purchafe,  though  he  diiliked  the  bargain,  becaufe 
we  had,'  by  the  armament  and  negoclation,  bought  at  great  ex- 
pence  what  we  might  have  got  for  nothing.     For  he  contended 
that  it  was  not  totheexpcnce  or  extravagance  of  the  Minifter's 
pfojefts  that  we  owed  the  peace ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  uni- 
verfally  known  that  we  owed  it  to  the  complete  and  total  fai- 
lure of  his  abfurd  meafures.     Still,  then,  we  were  ignorant  of 
the  fecret  objedl  of  the  Minifter.     An  endeavour  had  been 
made,  of  late  to  reft  it  up^n  the  free  navigation  of  the  Dniefter ; 
this,  he  owned,   he  did  not  perfe6lly  comprehend,   nor  did  he 
know  of  what  nature  that  free  navigation  was,  or  who  would 
be  benefited  by  it.     If  it  was  ourfelves  or  the  King  of  Pruflia, 
k  might  be  a  queftion,  in  cafe  we  wiftied  to  participate  the  ad- 
vantages pf  it,  how  we  were  to  get  at  it ;  but  why,  if  this  was 
the  principal  objeft,  was  it 'never  heard  of  till  now  ? — this  ap- 
peared to  him  rather  curious.     He  had  been  informed,   that  4 
tragedy  had  come  out  at  one  of  our  theatres  this  winter,  where- 
in the  principal  hero  of  the  piece  did  not  make  his  appearance 
till  the  laft  fcene  of  the  laft  ad,  and  this,   he  thought,  was  a 
fimilar  inftance ;  for  though  it  was  faid  to  be  a  very  important 
advantage,  it  had  never  been  heard  of  till  the  negociation  was 
concluded,  the  former  obje£ls  of  the  armament  given  up,  and 
the  failure  of  our  whole  fyftem  had  occafioned  a  peace,  which. 
was  furely  introducing  it  in  what  might  be  called  the  laft  fcene 
of  the  laft  adl.     It  was  clear  that  Ruffia  had  propofed  her  own 
terms,  which  we  had  refufed  ;  and  after  all,  Ihe  had  carried  the 
point  for  herfelf  without  our  mediation.     Minifters,    when 
called  upon  to  produce  the  preliminary  articles  upon  which  the 
treaty  of  peace  was  concluded,  had  faid  that  they  had  received 
no  authentic  or  official  copies  of  them ;  and  he  thought  nothing 
could  be  a  ftronger  proof  that  our  mediation  was  not  of  the 
ifmalleftconfequence  to  the  negociating  powers,  than  that  they 
had  thought  it  unneceflary  even  to  furnifli  our  Court  with  offi- 
cial copies  of  the  preliminary  articles.     It  certainly  convinced 
him  that  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  peace  that  followed 
thefe  articles.    He  noticed  a  noble  Lord's  obfervation^  relative 
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to  the  pra&ice  of  impreiling  feameiiy  that  though  neceflity  had 
i]Ciduce4  us  to  think  t)iat  we  had  the  power,  if  we  meant  to  re- 
tain that  power,  fuch  as  it  was,  we  had  better  be  prudent  in 
the  exercife  of  it.  He  recurred  to  the  motion  for  the  previous 
queftion,  which  he  thought  the  mod  extraordinary  and  unbe- 
coming the  dignity  of  the  Houfe  of  any  thing  that  Minifters 
could  have  attempted;  and  when  they  laid  papers  upon  the  table 
he  never  thought  that  it  was  meant  to  let  them  remain  there 
unlooked  at,  or,  when  examined,  to  be  pafTed  over  in  filence ; 
fuch  condu£t  could  add  nothing  to  the  charaSers  of,  or  the 
claims  of  confidence  of,  Minifters,  and  would  ultimately  tend 
to  lower  the  Britifli  name  in  the  refped  and  efteem  of  all  other 
nations. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  /that  it  never  was  defired  by  His' 
Majcfty's  Minifters  that  they  {hould  receive  from  Parliament 
any  other  than  conftitutional  confidence.  They  had  never 
abufed  the  difcr^tion,  which  had  been  placed  in  them.  It  was 
not  always  a  matter  of  courfe,  he  conceived,  that  when  they 
i|£ied  upon  confidence  in  the  outfet  of  a  meafure,  thdy  were  to 
be  cenfured  for  their  conduft  in  it.  But  certainly  if  they  were 
fo,  they  could  riot  apprehend  cenfure,  from  thejuflice  of  their 
Lordfhips,  without  their  having  firft  called  for  every  poflible 
paper  that  office  could  exhibit,  not  only  as  applicable  to  the 
fpecific  objeft,  but  to  every  thing  collateral — to  all  the  negoci- 
ations  which  had  been  carried  on  with  all  the  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope— and  it  was  for  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfe  to  fay,  whether 
they  would  go  thofe  lengths  for  the  fake  fimply  of  finding  ground 
for  complaint.  He  was  aware  of,  and  indeed  he  expe£led  to 
find  the  idle  and  vulgar  prejudices,  which  had  been  fpread  out 
of  doors,  that  this  country  had  no  occafion  for  foreign  connec* 
tions — that  it  was  our  beft  fyflem  to  ftand  alone.  Such  preju- 
dices had  been  induflrioufly  fpread  out  of  doors-— but  this  un-* 
founded  do6lrine,  this  delufive  and  dangerous  policy,  no  one 
noble  Lord  had  ventured  to  advance  that  night.  He  mentioned 
the  rumours  only  to  rejoice  that  they  had  met  with  no  counte- 
nance from  their  Lordfhips.  But  though  it  was  certainjiy  un- 
true, that  we  could  fafely  and  prudently  fland  alone,  it  was  true 
that  we  had  no  ambitious  objeSs  to  purfue — ^we  had  nothing 
to  gain — ^wc  wifhed  only  to  remain  as  we  were,  and  our  alii* 
ances  could  only  hive  the  tendency  of  xnaintaing  the  balance  of 
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power.  \  Our  principles  were  pacific.  It  was  known  to  Eu-% 
rope  that  they  were  fo,  and  it  was  a  matter  of  pride,  that  ftand* 
ing  on  the  high  eminence  which  we  did,  we  exerted  our  power 
only  for  the  maintenance  of  peace. 

Such  was  the  true  obje£l  of  our  late  interference.  Our  ally 
Pruflia,  had  fubftantial  reafons  for  alarm  at  the  encroachtnents 
of  Ruflia  on  the  Porte.  They  threatened  the  overthrow  of  that 
balance  which  was  neceflary  to  the  general  tranquillity.  It 
was  evident  that  the  objeft  of  Ruflia  was  to  become  maritime ; 
and  he  defired  to  know  if  that  was  an  objeft  favourable,  or 
even  fa(e  for  England  ?  It  was  an  acknowledged  faft  that  if 
ever  fhe  did  become  maritime,  it  was  to  the  friend(hip  of  Eng- 
gland  that  (he  owed  it.  How  far  we  were  juftified  in  forming 
hopes  of  grateful  return,  no  perfon  could  more  truly  inform 
their  Lordfliips  than  the  noble  Earl  who  fpoke  lafl:.  He  cer- 
tainly had  had  the  means  of  knowing,  in  a  very  critical  moment 
for  this  country,  the  true  nature  and  value  of  the  friendfliip  of 
her  Imperial  Majefty.  Oczakow  was  faid  to  be  of  no  value 
in  the  hands  of  Ruffia.  He  denied  the  faft.  In  the  hands  of 
Ruflia  it  was  important,  becaufe  it  could  only  be  for  offence. 
To  the  Porte  it  could  only  be  of  confequence  for  defence.  It 
was  precifely  on  this  diflindUon  that  the  alarm  had  been  taken. 
Such  was  the  opinion  of  their  ally.  Such  had  been  adopted  as 
the  opinion  of  the  Cabinet,  and  upori  this  opinion  they  a6led. 
But  when  they  found,  that  not  only  in  the  two  Houfes  of  Par- 
liament there  were  a  confiderable  number  of  perfons  who  did 
not  agree  with  His  Majefty's  Minifters  in  th\$  view  of  the  ob- 
jeft — and  ftill  more  fo  when  they  found  that  this  fentiment  was 
taken  up  by  a  great  number,  if  not  a  majority  of  the  people  out 
of  doors — it  became  a  new  queftion,   whether  with  a  divided 

.people,  they  fhould.perfift  in  a  profecution  of  the  objedl. 

They  with  a  proper  deference  to  public  opinion,  determined, 
that  it  was  not  proper  to  rifle  the  hazard  of  a  war  under  fuch 
circumflances.  Such  was  his  opinion — fuch  ought  ever  to  be 
the  influence  in  a  popular  Government  of  public  opinion,  and 
he  fhould  ever  yield  to  its  fway.  No  doubt,  the  Emprefs,  who 
by  various  channels  muft  have  heard  the  effeds  of  this  divided 
opinion,  would  alfo  regulate  her  conduft  upon  it.  The  con- 
fequence of  thefe  confiderations  was,  that  they  determined  to 
{ive  up  fo  much  of  their  original  plan  as  regarded  Oczakow. 
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Upon  this  the  noble  Earl  had  .exerted  an  abundant  portion  of 
his  wit,  in  faying,  that  Minifters  were  to  be  defended,  firft, 
for  demanding  Oczakow  to  be  given  up — and  fecondly,  for 
confenting  to  its  being  retained.  HeconfefTed  it  was  with  afto- 
Hifhment  he  had  heard  this  fort  of  ridicule  from  the  noble  Earl. 
Did  no  part  of  the  noble  Eail's  life  furni(h  him  with  inftances, 
when  under  different  circumftances,  he  might  be  conftrained 
to  give  up  at  one  moment,  what  he  had  flruggled  for  at  an- 
other ?  In  no  very  diftant  times  the  noble  Earl  might  have 
traces  of  this  fort  of  comfhilflon !  But  it  had  been  faid,  whj 
keep  up  the  armament,  when  they  had,  in  their  own  minds, 
abandoned  the  objeft  ?  There  were  other  circumflances  which 
made  it  necef&ry  to  keep  up  the  armament  for  a  certain  time. 
The  noble  Earl  had  accufed  Mr.  Faulkener  and  Mr.  Whit- 
worth,  of  having,  in  their  memorial,  applauded  the  Emprefs 
for  her  expreffions  rcfpefting  the  armed  neutrality.  How  tl  c 
noble  Earl  could  juftify  that  kind  of  raillery,  at  the  expence  of 
thofe  gentlemen,  he  left  to  him  to  account  for.  The  frea  navi- 
gation of  the  Dniefter  had  alfo  afforded  him  a  fubjeft  for  mer- 
riment. But  was  it  a  matter  unknown  to  the  noble  Earl,  that 
the  Turks  draw  confiderable  quantities  of  grain  from  Poland ; 
and  that  when  Oczakow  was  given  up,  it  became  neceflary  that 
this  channel  (hould  be  fecured  to  the  Poles,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  Turks  on  the  other  ? 

The  noble  Lord  then  took  a  review  of  the  recent  tranfaflions 
of  Europe,  in  all  of  which  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  had  fomc 
influence — as  far  as  they  had  exerted  their  influence  to  rellore 
things  totht  Jialus  quo — the  balance  which  it  was  thought  necef- 
fary  to  poife.  A  treaty  had  been  formed  through  the  media- 
tion of  the  allied  powers  between  the  Emperor  and  the  Porte, 
on  the  bafis  of  the  Uncljiatus  quo.  Peace  had  been  re-eftab- 
lifhcd  between  Ruflia  and  Sweden,  not  certainly  by  their  influ- 
ence, but  on  the  fame  bafis.  The  Netherlands  had  been  re- 
ftored  to  the  Houfe  of  Auftria,  and  the  ancient  conflitution  fe- 
cured to  the  people  on  the  mediation  of  the  allied  powers — and 
peace  had  been  alfo  eftabliflied  between  Ruflia  and  the  Porte  on 
the  bafis  of  the  ^afus  quo,  qualified  only  by  the  retention  of 
Oczakow.  All  this  had  been  done  in  the  true  fpirit  of  the  pa- 
cific principles  by  which  we  were  governed.  .  It  was  a  glorious 
diRinGtioa  for  England,   that,  placed  on  a  pinnacio  of  profpe- 
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rity  unprecedented,  not  only  in  our  own  annals^  but  in  the  hif- 
tor y  of  all  other  nations,  (he  exerted  her  power  not  for  aggran- 
difement  and  ambition — not  to  profit  from  the  diftradions  of 
other  countries — not  to  cherifliing  any  mean  fcntimeht  of  re- 
venge for  wounds  infli6ied  in  the  moment  of  our  weaknefs — ^to 
feize  in  our  turn  the  moment  of  advantage,  and  perpetuate  the 
diforders  that  ravaged  a  neighbouring  and  rival  people.  That 
with  the  means  of  unprecedented  influence  (he  exerted  it  for 
the  peace  of  Europe,  and  defired  only  to  be  felt  and  known  as 
the  friend,  and  not  as  the  difturber,  of  other  nations. 

The  Earl  of  GUILDFORD  faid  of  theperfonal  allufion  to 
himfelf,  that  he  had  now  been  ten  years  out  of  office,  and  aj 
often  as  thefe  kinds  of  animadverfion,  out  of  feafon,  had  been 
made  on  his  Miniftry,  he  had  challenged  them  to  name  a  day 
for  fpecific  charge,  and  with  this  fingle  anfwer  had  uniformly 
pafled  on  to  the  proper  bufmefs  of  the  day.  He  replied  to  the 
mifrepre(entation  of  what  he  had  faid  of  Mr.  Faulkener.  He 
had  fpoken  of  his  memorial  to  prove  that  Mini(lers  had  cer- 
tainly nbt  made  the  armed  neutrality  a  fubjeft  of  complaint. — • 
He  concluded  with  faying,  that  the  npble  Lord  had  proved, 
*that,  through  opr  great  power,  it  had  coft  the  Turks  fourteen 
months  time  to  get  pofleflion  of  what  the  Emprefs  had  gene- 
roufly  oflfered  them,  but  Sweden  had  got  a  peace  at  once,  be- 
caufe  we  had  not  interpofed. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  explained. 

Lord  STORMONT  entered  into  fo  wide  a  field  of  argu- 
pient,  that  we  can  only  give  the  fubftance  of  fome  particular 
parts  of  his  fpeech.    After  complimenting  Lord  Elgin  upon 
the  ability  with  which  he  had  fpokei^  and  the  judgement  and 
prudence  he  had  (hewn  in  what  he  did  not  fay,  a  rare  quality, 
and  particularly  ufeful  in  the  career  in  which  that  noble  Lord 
Is  engaged,     his  Lordfhip*  faid,   that  he  did  not    conceive 
how  it  was  poflTibk  for  Minifters  to  efcape  from  the  preJTure  of 
thiy  alternative — ^*  Either  the  objeds  contended  for  were  im^ 
**  portant  to  the  great  interefts  of  this  country,  or  they  were 
**  not."     If  thofeintere(ts  were  not  concerned,  then  confeffed- 
ly  was  the  armament  made  without  an  adequate  caufe.     Take 
the  other  fide  of  the  alternative,  and  maintairl  that  the  terms" 
obtained  by  Ruffia  materially  injure  this  country,  either  imme- 
diately, ot  through  the  interefts  of  our  allies,  then-have  thofe 
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interefts,  magnify  them  as  much  as  you  pleafe,  been  dcferted, 
abandoned,  and  facrificed  by  you,  the  Miniftcrs  of  the  day. 
If  your  plan  was  part  of  a  fyftem  of  alliance,  .as  we  were  for- 
merly told,  if  it  was  one  great  link  in  the  chain,  by  whofe 
hand  has  that  chain  been  broken  ?  If  the  poffellion  of  Oczakow 
was  neceflary  to  fecure  the  Tdrkifh  frontier,  if  upon  that  fe- 
curity  the  independence  of  the  Ottoman  empire,  fo  effential 
to  the  general  balance,  fo  material  to  the  general  interefts  of 
Europe,  and  to  the  particuUr  interefts  of  this  country,  did  de- 
pend, you,  the  Minifters,  have  disregarded  all  thefe  confidera* 
tlons,  and  ftand  convifted,  upon  your  own  (hewing,  of  having 
left  the  Turkidi  frontier  in  a  precarious  and  dangerous  ftatei 
If  Oczakow  be  the  key  of  Conftantinople,  you.  the  Minifters 
have  delivered  that  key  into  the  Emprefs  of  Ruflia's  hands. — 
All  the  mifchiefs  to  be  apprehended  from  Ruffians  obtaining 
her  demands,  the  dread  of  her  becoming  ^  great  maritime 
Power,  her  preponderance  in  the  general  fcale^  the  efTeft  of 
that  preponderance  upon  the  weight  and  influenqe  of  our  ally 
the  King  of  Pruffia,  the  danger  of  invafion  to  Poland  from  this 
acceflion  of  ftrength  to  Ruilia,  for  (o  tremblingly  alive  were 
Minifters,  that  even  to  that  danger  did  their  fears  exter  d  ;  all 
thefe  confiderations,  which  ftruck  their  minds  fo  forcibly  in 
the  end  of  March,  had  totally  loft  their  efFeft,  had  difappeared 
and  vanilhed,  before  the  end  of  July  i  at  that  period,  without 
any  new  circumftance  intervening,  the  identical  terms  pro-^ 
pofed  by  RuflSa  fourteen  months  before,  and  invariably  ad-* 
hered  to,  were  thought  fo  proper,  juft^  wife,  and  reafonable> 
that  our  Minifters^  afting  through  the  inftruments  they  em- 
ployed at  Peterft)urgh,  (upon  thofe  gentlemen  there  cannot  reft 
any  poflible  blame)  not  only  withdrew  all  objc6lion,  but  eti- 
gaged  to  propofe  thofe  terms  to  the  Turks,  and  that  too  under 
this -very  harfti  and  extraordinary  cbndition,  viz.  thatifthg 
Porte  do  not  accept  thofe  terms  within  four  months,  the  de-* 
termination  of  the  war  is  to  be  left  folely  to  the  courfc  of 
events  which  it  may  produce. 

Though  this  fubjeft  has  been  fo  ably  handled  already,  1 
muft  touch  upon  it  a  little*  Obferve,  my  Lords,  what  thef« 
Minifters  do,  thefe  proteclors  of  the  Ottoman  empire*  If 
thofe  poor  Turks>  whom  we  have  been  frequently  called  Ufpon 
to  pity,  if  thofe  imcnlightsned  men,  with  that  partiality  which 
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all  have  in  their  own  caufe,  do  not  ab-andon  that  which  thqy 
had  been  taught  to  cherilh,,  do  not  get  rid  of  all  the  impreflions 
(o  induftriottfly  given,  do  not  in  four  months  perceive  the  pro- 
priety of  concedion,  which,  in  more  than  a  twelvemonth,  the 
eagle  eye  of  our  Minifter  could  not  difcover,  then  are  they 
abandoned  to  all  the  events  of  war.     The  Emprefs  of  Ruflia 
had  repeatedly  declared,  .that  no  fuccefs  (hould  make  her  rife 
in  her  demands ;  but  our  Miniftens  go  out  of  their  way,  as  it 
were,  to  free  her  from  that  ftipulation  ;  leave  her  to  purfue  th» 
career  of  viftory  and  conqueft.     She  might  be  fcatedupon  the 
throne  of  Conftantinople  ;  (lie  might  drive  the  Turks  out  of 
Europe,  drive  th^m  beyond  Mount  Taurus.,  proceed  even  to 
the  utter  annihilation  of  the  Ottoman  empire,  and  this  country 
was  bound  by  folemn  treaty  not  to  interfere.     Such  is  the 
engagement  entered  into  by  thofe  very  men,  who  thought  the 
prefervation  of  the  Turkifh  empire   was   fo  eflentiiil  to  the 
deareft  interefts  of  Great  Britain,  that  he  who  coAild  conteft 
that  point,  was  a  man  with  wliorp  it  was  impoffible  to  argue. 
After  having  repeatedly  called  upen  Minifters  (who,  he  faid» 
had  fought  like  Ajax  in  the  dark,  but  with  this  difference,  that 
the  clcud  was  formed  by  themfelves)  to  (land  forth  in  the  face 
of  day,  and   declare  what  their  real  aim  was,,  and  what  they 
had  obtained^   he  aiked,  what  charm  there  was  in  this  Oc- 
aakow  ?  what  made  it  of  fuch  ineflimable  value,  that  in  order 
to  obtain  the  reftitution  of  it  to  the  Turks,    Minifters  could 
offer  to  guarantee  to  Ruflia  the  Crimea,  that  Crimea  which  is. 
conf^^fledly  one  of  the  great  fources  of  the  ruval  power  of  Ruf- 
-fia  which  we  are  taught  fo  much  to  apprehend*    that  Crimea 
whi9n,  when  fccured  to  Ruflia,  as  it  would  e  Joftually  be  by  our 
guarantee,  opens  to  her  the  certain  means  ol'  having  a  great 
fleet,  in  the  Black  Sea  ;  that  Crimea  which  was  fuch  a.  darling 
objeft  to  the  Turks,  that,  ungovernable  as  they  are,  and  open 
as  it  woukl  be  without  Oczakow,  to  any  fudden  invafion  of  the 
Tartars,  there  is  no  faying  how  foon  Ruilia  might  have  called 
upon  us  to  make  good  our  guarantee.     This  offer,  made  too^ 
as  I  underftand,  without  h  much  as  demanding  the  reciprocity 
of  a  defenfive   alliance,  is  clearly  contrary  to  the  policy  pur- 
fued  at  a  time  when  the  Minifters  of  this  country  faw,  what  in- 
deed all  Minifters,  except  the  prefcnt,  have  feen,  namely,  the 
advantage  of  the  clofeft  ccmieaion  v/ith  Ruflia.     It  is  well 
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known  to  fomc  of  your  Lordfhips,  that  in  the  beginning  of 
this  reign  a  dcfenfivc  alliancfc  with  Ruflia  was  nearly  conchid- 
ed,  but  went  ofF  upon  this  point,  we  would  not  make  a  Turk*, 
ifh  war  the  cafus  feederis.  But  important  as  this  fiibjeft  is,  I 
muft  leave  it,  as  there  is  fo  much  behind.  I  go  then  toa  quite 
different  point.  • 

I  charge  the  Miniflers  direftly,  meaning  to  ufe  the  moft  de- 
cent, but  at  the  fame  time  the  moft  explicit,  language  I  can 
find.  I  charge  them  with  having  advifed  the  carrying  on  the 
Jirmament,  and  fubjefting  the  country  to  all  the  inconveniences 
infeparable  from  great  naval  preparations,  after  it  was  deter- 
mined in  Council  that  the  force  fo  prepared,  (hould  not  be 
employed.  I  haften  to  the  proof  by  which  I  fupport  this 
charge.  I  ftrongly  fufpeft  that  the  change  of  opinion  in  the 
Cabinet  took  place  at  a  very  early  period  indeed,  three  days  af- 
ter the  King's  meffage  to  Parliament  ;  this  I  fufpeft,  but  can- 
not pro\'e.  I  can  therefore  only  date  the  change  from  the  time 
when  Mr.  Fawkener's  inftruftions  were  figned.  I  cannot  fix 
the  precife  moment  of  that  fignature,  but  he  fet  out  the  begin- 
ning of  May.  The  change  muft  have  preceded  his  inftruc- 
tions,  as  they  were  founded  uponjit.  How  do  you  prove  that  ? 
The  proof  is  eafy  and  irrefragable.  His  conduft  is  praifed  by 
all :  I  moft  heartily  join  in  that  praife,  and  have,  upon  all  oc- 
cafions,  done  juftice  to  Mr.  Fawkener's  talents  and  abilities. 
He  muft  then  hare  been  authorifed  by  his  inftruSions  to  make 
an  abfolute  furrcndcr  of  all  the  points  for  which  Minifters  af- 
fefted  to  contend,  bccaufe,  by  him  and  his  colleague,  fuch  ab- 
folute furrender  was  aftually  made.  I  cannot  reconcile  the 
condaft  of  Minifters  in  this  part  of  the  bufinefs  to  any  prin- 
ciple of  common  prudence.  Was  it  wife  to  attraft  the  eyes  of 
all  Europe,  to  turn  them  upon  us,  that  they  might  behold  this 
great  nation  ftanding  with  her  hand  upon  her  fword,  which 
they  who  govern  her  had  determined  (hould  not  be  drawn  ?-— 
Do  men  call  the  world  to  be  fpectators  of  a  combat,  in  .which 
they  are  refolved  n7t  to  engage  f  What  was  the  objedl  of  this 
extraordinary  miflion,  for  which  a  gentleman  of  diftinguiftied 
charafter  and  abilities  was  chofen  ?  The  immediate  effect  was 
to  raife  a  general  belief  in  Europe,  (in  which,  however,  the 
good  men  of  the  city,  who  knew  Minifters,  did  not  join)  that 

ibcrc  was  at  leaft  fome  one  point  which  Adminiftration  were 
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determined  not  to  yield.     The  event  was  waited  for  with  anx- 
ious impatience  ?    What  was  the  event  ?    What  has  been  the 
final  ilTue  ?   It  is  not  the  *^  parturiunt  montesy*  not  even  a moufc 
was  produced.     Expeftation,  that  had  been  lifted  fb  high,  fell 
at  once  to  the  ground,  and  the  whole  ended  in  nothing  but  the 
difgrace  of  having  advanced  with  rafhnefs  to  retreat  w^ith  (hamc. 
Several  noble  Lords  have   in  this  debate  given  their  fentiments 
rcfpecling  the  line  of  policy  this  country  (hould  purfue  with 
regard  to  foreign  Powers.     May  I  be  permitted,  in  a  very  few 
>vords,  to  give  my  opinion  upon  that  general  fubjeft.     I  am 
aware  that  my  fentiments  will  not  agree  either  with  the  doc- 
trine or  conduft  of  Mini fters,  but  ftill  I  muft  declare  my  opi- 
nion is,   that  a  great  nation  like  this  fhould  not  be  hafty  to  in-r 
terfere  ;  that  her  interference  fhould  be  called  forth,  and  jufti-r 
fied  by  fome  great  occafion ;  that  before  (he  engages*,  (he 
fhould  contemplate  all  the  poffibleconfequencesof  the  meafurc 
Ihe  adopts,  as  far  as  human  fagacity  and  wifdom  can  exter4 
their  view ;  that  fhe  (hould  be  flow  to  refolve,  but  fteady  and 
firm  to  execute  ;  that  (he  (hould  be  inclined  to  moderation, 
from  the  very  confcioufnefs  of  power  ;  that  fl\e  (hould  never 
invade  the  rights  or  dignity  of  others,  or  fufFer  an  invafnm  cf 
her  own  ;  that  (he  fliouU  have  for  hcrfelf  and  others  an  equal 
^neafure,  an  equal  rule,  and  (hoyld  not  attempt  to  obtrude  up- 
on any  other  Power  conditions  which,  in  a  fimilar  cafe,  (he 
would  have  rejeded  with  difdain  ;  that,  above  all,  Ihe  (hould 
never  engage  in  hoftile  negocialion,  without  being  fully  con- 
vinced that  theobjedts  (he  contends  for  are  of  fuch  magnitude^} 
of  fuch  importance,  that  if  they  cannot  be  otherwife  obtained, 
they  muft  be  purfued  not  only  at  the  hazard,  but   at  the  eXr 
pence  of  a  war  ;  for  though  it  is  certainly  pofFible  that  a  baic 
itnsnace  may  fucceed,  yet  the  chance   of  fuch  fuccefs  is  much 
more  than  compenf::ted,  by  the  difgrace  that  muft  attend  thofe 
who  menace,  but  dare  not  make  their  threats  eflFeSual ;  who 
feem  to  court  danger  at  a  diftance,  but  recede  from  it  when  it 
draw§  near*     I  have  dwelt  upon  this  topic  much  longer  than  I 
intended.     I  now  proceed  to  another  charge.     Not  only  Mi- 
niftcrs  continued  to  arm,  v/hen  prc-detcrmiiied    to  yield,  but 
thofe  preparations  were  continued,  when  the  Court  of  Peterf- 
burgh  could  not  but   know  they  were  not  to  be  employed,    I 
date  this  knowledge  from  the  day  on  which  the  firil  joint  mcr 
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morial  of  Mr,  Faulkener  and  Mr.  Whitworth  was  prefented. 
It  is  impofllble  to  read  tliat  memorial^  without  feeing  that  the 
Cmprefs  had  the  game  in  her  own  hands.     Some  flight  adoucij- 
fetnens  were  propofed  and  aflced  from  the  Empref)k*s  goodnefs 
and  generofity.     Is  that  the  language  of  a  great  nation,  {land- 
ing upon  a  great  national  point,  and  determined  to  maintain  it 
by  force  of  arms?.    No,  my  Lords,  it  is  feigned  refiftance ;  it 
is  xht  faclH  fttvltia  negat;  it  is  the  refufal  of  one  who  will  ulti- 
mately comply.    Yet  in  this  fituation  of  things,  was  our  ar- 
mament carried  on  with  the  greateft  alacrity,  and  our  feamen 
prefled,  as  if  the  enemy  had  been  at  our  door.     I  know,   my 
Lords»  that  the  power  of  prefling,  though  very  harfh  and  cruel 
to  individuals,  is  a  neceflfary  power,  upon  the  exercife  of  which 
the  very  falvation  of  the  country  may  depend  ;  and  for  that  very 
reafon,  I  think  it  unpardonable  to  exercife  fuch  power  without 
a  national  call.     It  is  painful  to  think  how  eafily  all  this  might 
have  been  avoided,    if,  after  Miniflers  had  decided  irf  Cabinet 
to  give  up  the  point,  they  had  fignified  to  the  Court  of  Peterf- 
burgh,    that  the  defire  of  reftoring  peace  outweighing  with 
them  every  other  confideration,  they  would  no  longer  refift  the 
Emprefs's  demands ;  half  an  hour's  conference  would  have  end- 
ed the  whole,  including  the  free  navigation  of  the  Dniefter,  to 
which  it  does  not  appear  that  the  Emprefs  ever  had  the  fmallefl 
objedlion,     This  plain  and  obvious  meafure  would  haye  pre-i 
vented  much  inconvenience,    much  expence,  and  what  is  of 
infinitely  more  importance,  would  have  faved  the  national  ho- 
nour.    If,  at  a  much  earlier  p:rioa,  Minifters  had  admitted 
the  juftice  and  reafonablenefs  of  the  Emprefs's  demands,  which 
they  muft  now  admit,    and  had  oftbrcd  to  propofe  them  to  the 
Porte,  jthey  v/ould  have  acquired  that  honour  which  belongs  to 
fair  and  ju{i  proceeding  ;    they  would  have  laid  the  foundation 
of  permanent  friendlhip,  and  might  have  prepared  the  way  for 
a  defencive  alliance  with  Ruffia  ;    an  alliance  which,  in  all 
former  times,  the  wifeft  men  of  both  countries  have  confidered 
as  elTential  to  the  intercfts  of  both.     That  different  ideas  now 
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"prevail,  the  very  intemperate,  and,  as  I  think,  indecent  lan- 
guage ufedby  Minifters,  in  fpeaking  of  the  Emprefs  of  Rufli a, 
but  too  evidently  fliews.  However "unfafliionable  the  opinion 
tnay  be,  I  mean  unfaftiionable  in  the  Cabinet,  for  there  alone 
it  is  fo,  I  am  not  afraid  to  call  Ruffia  the  natural  ^Uy  of  Great 
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Britain  I  even  at  the  hazard  of  again  provoking  a  fmile.  When 
I  call  England  and  Ruflia  natural  allies,  my  meaning  is,  that 
they  have  many  common  ties,  and  not  even  one  jarring  intereft 
that  I  can  difcover*  Though  I  have  detained  the  Houfe  fo 
long,  I  cannot  fit  dcMrn,  without  taking  fome  notice  of  the 
mciit  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  feemed  to  claim  for  hinifelf, 
and  his  colleagues,  for  having  yielded  to  public  opinion,  and 
relinquifhed  meafures  they  thought  right,  vv^ith  the  full  con* 
VA;5lion  of  their  reftitude  and  wifdom  operating  on  their  minds, 
at  the  very  moment  of  the  change,  I  beg  your  Lord  (hips  to  re* 
member,  how  immediately  that  change  took  place  after  the 
fenfc  of  both  Houfcs  of  Parliament  had  been  exprefled  by  a 
great  major ity%  I  contend,  my  Lords,  that  the  voice  pf  the 
nation  is  here  and  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament.  It  is  Par- 
liament, my  Lords,  that  is  the  legal  organ  of  the  natipnal  voice ; 
and  therefore,  who  looks  for  the  fentiments  of  the  nation,  muft 
in  the  fiiit  inftance  look  for  the.ii  there,  where  the  conftitution 
has  told  him  they  are  to  be  found.  If  Minifters  moan  t)  fay 
that  the  conduft  and  argurtients  of  thofe,  who  fo  ftrenuoufly 
oppofcd  this  meafure,  had  weight  with  them,  I,  for  one,  re* 
turn  my  thanks  for  my  fhare  of  this  praife.  I  wilh  it  to  be  for 
ever  remembered  by  all  who  hear  me,  by  every  man  in  this 
country,  what  our  conduA  upon  this  great  occalioa  has  been* 
L^  all  thofe  who  enjoy  the  bleflings  of  peace  in  domeftic  fe- 
licity, let  all  who  avail  t'lemfelves  of  the  advantages  of  peace, 
through  the  various  channels  of  widely  diflFufed  commerce,  re- 
member that  Minifters  would  have  thrown  all  thofe  bleflings, 
all  thofe  advantages,  into  the  hazard ;  nay,  were  willing  to 
forfeit  them  ;  and  ior  what  length  of  time  they  might  have  been 
loil,  no  man  can  polTibly  fay  ;  and  that  we  have  with  our  coun- 
try the  merit  of  endeavouring  to  prevent,  and  of  actually  pre- 
venting, an  unjuft,  impolitic, "and  irrational  war.  Well  aware 
of  the  dlfficuLies  in  which  Miniflers  would  have  found  them- 
f-ives  involved,  but  regardlcfs  of  every  private  confideration 
true  to  our  diity,  and  ibnding  upon  our  opinions,  we  did  all 
that  lay  in  our  power  to  arreft  the  Minifters  on  the  brink  of  the 
precipice,  to  bring  on  the  hour  of  fober  refleftion,  to  diflipare 
the  fumes  of  vanity  and  pride,  and  to  expofe  the  folly  of  vl- 
fionary  proje£ls,  fo  powerful  on  the  minds  of  thofe  who,  juftly 
onfcious  of  fuperior  talent'-,  but  overweening  in  their  own  con- 
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ceit>  defpife  the  leflbns  of  experience,  difdain  all,  even  donfief* 
tic  example,  feek  for  unbeaten  paths,  and  miftake  novelty  for 
wird<nn.  We  claim  no  thanks  from  Minifters,  we  are  enti* 
tied  to  none ;  the  fpring  of  our  condu£l  wzs  anxious  regard  to 
the  public  welfare,  and  to  that  alone. 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  faid,  that  from  the  important  fitua* 
tion  which  he  had  held  in  His  Majefty's  Councils,    it  would 
naturally  be  expe£tcd  that  on  this  day  he  ihould  deliver  to  their 
Lordihips  his  fentiments  on  the  fubjeft ;   and  from  what  he 
had  heard  on  that  day  from  noble  Lords  on  both  fides  of  the 
Houfe,  he  (hould  be  fmgular  in  his  opinioii*     Your  Lordihipi 
will  forgive  me,  faid  the  noble  Duke,  if  I  prefume  on  this  oc** 
ca(ion  to  trouble  you  for  a  minute  or  two  on  a  matter  in  which 
I  am  fo  intimately  concerned.     It  certainly  was  my  peculiar 
duty  to  con  Oder  this  fubjefl  mod  deliberately.     It  would  have 
Jbeen  unpardonable  in  me  if  I  had  taken  up  a  light,  a  ra(h,  a 
premature  judgement  on  a  meafure  fo  truly  important.     I  flood 
in  the  eye  of  my  King  and  country,  and  fhould  have  been  juftly 
cxpofed  to  the  condemnation  of  your  Lordfhips — to  the  reproach 
of  pofterity,    if  on  a  topic — by  which  through  my  means  my 
country  might  be  involved,  I  had  not  taken  every  poffible  meant 
of  forming  a  ripe  and  folid  opinion.    My  Lords,  I  did  form  aa 
ppinion,  and  I  beg  leave  to  fay,    that  I  dill  think  the  fyftem 
adopted  at  the  time,  if  perfided  in,  would  have  beea  adyanta^ 
geous  to  the  Empire.     Why,  my  Lords,   after  the  fyftem  wa$ 
taken  up,  and  announced,    it  was  thought  ex;pedient  to  form 
another  opinion,  I  proteft  I  cannot  inform  you  ;  for  though  I 
have  heard  many  rumours,  I  can  only  fay,  that  I  found  no  rea- 
fons  to  fatisfy  my  mind  of  the  propriety,   the  wifdom,  or  the 
policy  of  a  departure  from  the  fyftem  which  had  been  formed, 
and  on  which  the  Cabinet  had  committed  itfelf  in  the  eyes  of 
Europe,   When  I  found  in  my  colleagues  this  difpofition,  duty 
to  my  King,    refpedl  to  my  country,   and  pern^it  me  to  fay, 
my  own  feelings,    pointed  out  the  only  line  which  I   had  to 
purfue — I  laid  thofe  fcals  at  the  feet  of  His  Majefty,  with  which 
he  had  been  pleafed  to  honour  nie  for  fo  long  a  time,  and  which 
I  truft  were  returned  as  pure  and  unftained  as  they  came  iritQ 
my  hands.     I  thought  this  the  proper  courfe  of  honouj-,  as  \ 
could  not  fubfcrib^  to  ths  unexplained  change  of  opinion  v^rhicb 
hjad  takea  placQ,  nc^r  ^g^^9  to  give  my  countenance  and  fup- 
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port  to  a  fyftem  dircftly  the  reverfe  of  that  which  on  the  moft 
deliberate  reafoning  had  been  adopted.  I  did  not  think  it  in- 
cumbent on  me  to  do  more.  I  did  not  think  myfelf  caUed  on 
tax:ome  down  to  my  place  at  the  monient,  to  explain  the  reafon 
of  my  having  folicited  His  Majefty's  permiflion  to  retire  from 
office.  Refpefltto  my  colleagues  made  me  feel  it  right,  that 
their  new  fyftem  ftiould  not  meet  from  me  any  impediment. — 
There  is  but  one  point  on  which  I  lake  blame  to  myfelf,  and 
for  which  I  confider  myfelf  as  bound  to  make  an  apology  to 
your  Lordfliips — I  was  wrong  in  common  with  my  colleagues, 
I  acknowledge  rny  fault,  and  beg  your  Lordlhips'  pardons — I  - 
mean,  my  Lords,  in  retifting  all  explanation,  when  called  on, 
and  preffed  for  it  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  meflagc  and  armament, 
and  for  not  meeting  the  queftion  fairly-  Though  there  arc 
occafions  undoubtedly  when  liberal  confidence  .muft  be  given 
to  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  yet  on  a  fubjeft  fo  confequential  as 
a  meflPage,  announcing  an  armed  interference  with  a  foreign- 
power,  the  nation  has  an  undoubted  right  to  explicit  explana- 
tion. My  refleftions  on  this  great  queftion  have  impreffed  on 
my  mind  this  truth*;  and  I  am  fure,  that  if  in  this  inflance 
this  courfe  had  been  followed,  if  the  caufes  which  had  induced 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  bring  down  the  meflage  had  been 
candidly  explained,  the  nation  at  large  would  have  given  their 
concurrence  to  the  fyftem  which  was  adopted. 

My  Lords,  I  am  only  anfwerable  for  the  fmcerity  and  inte- 
grity of  my  opinion— for  its  wifdom  I  cannot  anfwcr.  Noble 
Lords  may  differ  from  me  on  grounds  which  are  not  to  be  re- 
futed ;  but  they  will  pardon  me,  if  I  fay  I  have  not  yet  h^ard 
reafons.  to  induce  me  to  change  my  opinion.  It  i^  faid  that 
Oczakow,  the  objeft  of  their  interference,  was  really  of  no 
value.  I  will  content  myfelf  with  faying,  in  anfwer  to  that 
aflertion,  that  the  Minifters  of  Ruflia,  from  their  uniform  lan- 
guage while  I  was  in  ofRce,  and  from  their  uniform  conduct 
fmce,  have  proved  that  they  thought  it  an  objefl  of  value.  If 
it  was  of  confequence,  my  Lords,  not  to  facrifice  the  balance 
of  Europe,  Oczakow  was  important ;  and  it  is  not  a  new  fub- 
jeft  of  alarm,  that  the  defigns  of  Rullia  upon  Turkey  did 
threaten  the  balance,  and  were  of  confequence  to  be  refifted. — * 
As  far  back  as  the  reign  of  King  William,  there  was  a  ferious 
alarm  taken  at  the  approach  of  RufTia  towards  Afoph,  as  it  was 
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feared,  that  fhould  {ht,  by  degrees,  get  up  even  to  Conftanti- 
nople,  (he  would  become  a  maritime  power,  and  be  formidable 
in  the  Mediterranean.  It  has  been  evidently  the  plan  of  tt|o 
Emprefs  to  prefs  upon  the  Ottoman  Porte,  and  her  defig^s 
were  viewed  with  jealoufy  by  our  ally,  the  King  of  Pruffia.— 
Now  though  we  certainly  were  not  bound  by  the  letter  of  the 
treaty,  exifting  with  the  Court  of  Berlin,  to  take  meafures  with 
him  to  prevent  the  dangerous  extenfion  of  the  Ruf&an  Empire, 
yet  that  liberal  conftru&ion  of  a  friendly  treaty,  which  found 
policy  demanded,  and  which  I  trufl  it  well  ever  be  the  cha- 
rader  of  this  country  to  make,  demanded  that  we  (hould  enter 
into  view  as  truly  for  our  own  permanent  intereft  as  that  of  our 
ally.  Your  Lordihips  will  recoUeS,  that  at  that  time  the  jea- 
loufy between  Pruflia  and  the  Houfe  of  Auftria,  who  might  be 
called  natural  rivals,  if  not  natural  enemies,  was  in  its  full 
force.  Happily  for  themfelves,  and  happily  for  the  peace  of 
Germany,  thefe  two  great  powers  have  now  drawn  towards 
one  another  in  a  more  cordial  way  than  was  ever  known  be- 
fore, and  I  fincerely  hope  their  friendfhip  will  be  permanent* 
But  then  their  mutual  jealoufy  made  them  naturally  fearful  of 
every  acceffion  made  by  other  neighbouring  powers,  and  the 
condud  of  Ruffia  did  excite  the  apprehenfions  of  Pruffia.  Such, 
my  Lords,  was  the  ground  of  the  fyftem  on  which  I  afted — 
It  was  thought  advifeable  to  change  it ;  and  Ruflia  has  been 
permitted  to  make  an  acquifition,  which  I  think  dangerous  and 
inconvenient.  I  fhall  be  happy  to  hear,  that  the  people  pf 
England  are  content  with  the  conclufion  of  the  negociation, 
and  that  they  think  the  armament  has  been  accompanied  w'ith 
advantage  to  the  country. 

I  dare  fay  that  there  were  well-weighed  reafons  of  ftate  po- 
licy that  induced  my  colleagues  in  office  to  change  their  plan. 
What  thefe  reafons  were  never  came  to  my  ears — but  after 
the  debate  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  they  ba- 
lanced, no  doubt,  the  national  objedl  againft  their  rifk,  and 
they  determined,  for  reafons  that  I  do  not  pretend  to  divine, 
and  that  I  certainly  cannot  juftify,  to  abandon  the  precift  ob- 
jeft  of  the  armament  in  the  very  moment  that  it  was  begun.-*— 
My  Lords,  no  man  can  feel  more  fenfibly  than  myfelf  the  ex- 
treme delicacy  and  importance  of  a  national  armament.    To 

involve  the  country  in  a  war^  or  in  meafures  that  may  conclude 
Vol..  XXXIII.  dq 
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in  war,  are  the  irK>ft  feriousy  and  the  moft  daring  meafures 
that  the  fcrvants  of  the  Crown  can  refolve  on ;  but  when  a  fehfe 
of  painftil  duty  calls  upon  them>  it  would  be  treacherous  in 
ihem  to  (hrink  from  the  taik.  Such  was  my  feeling.  It  ha» 
been  aiked  why,  when  It  was  determined  to  mediate  with 
arms,  it  was  not  fufiicient  to  reft  on  the  ftrength  of  a  mere  de- 
monftration,  and  why  we  determined  to  proceed  to  an  adual, 
cfFeftive,  armament — difturbing  the  commerce,  impofinga 
brge  expence,  and  by  the  aft  of  impreffing,  violating  for  a 
time  the  conftitution of  the  country?  To  all  this,  my  Lords, 
I  anfwer,  that  when  the  Cabinet  determiaed  to  announce  to 
all  Europe,  that  they  were  to  mediate  with  arms  in  their  hands, 
I  did  not  think  it  fafe  to  truft  the  high  honour  of  the  country 
to  a  mere  demonfti^ation*  Having  committed  ourfelves,  I 
would  not  fufFer  the  iffue  to  be  doubtful. 

Much  has  been  faid  about  the  navigation  of  the  Dniefter, 
and  my  noble'  friend  (the  Earl  of  Guildford),  with  his  ufual  ta- 
lent for  wit  and  ridicule,  has  put  fome  queftions  in  k  forcible 
a  point  of  view,  and  adapted  his  illuftrations  with  (b  much  fe- 
licity, as  to  provoke  the  mirth  of  the  Houfc;  but,  my  Lords, 
furely  the  alternative  is  reconcileable.  When  Oczakow  was 
given  up,  it  followed  of  courfe  that  the  navigation  of  the  Dnicf- 
ter  muft  fee  an  objeft  of  difpute — an  objeA  to  be  iettled  by  trea- 
ty. It  became,  indeed,  the  hero,  but  not  until  the  firft  lead- 
ing objeft  on  which  we  had  committed  ourfelves,  bad  been 
abandoned. 

The  noble  Duke  then  paid  a  very  handfome  compliment  to 
the  talents,  integrity,  and  conciliating  manners  of  Mr.  Faul- 
kener,  whom  he  had  long  known,  and  who  perhaps  was  every 
way  the  beft  qualified  gentleman  in  England  for  the  commif- 
fion  with  which  he  had  been  charged.  His  Grace  concluded 
with  a  (hort  repetition  of  the  caufe  of  his  refignation ;  it  was 
produced  by  that  fenfe  of  duty  which  made  it  impofCble  for  hitn 
to  hold  a  fituation,  the  duties,  of  which  he  could  not  execute 
without  the  dereliftion  of  opinions  which  he  had  maturdy 
formed,  and  the  embrace  of  others  of  which  he  totally  difiip- 
proved.  He  came  forward  how  to  fay  thus  much  in  explana- 
tion of  his  conduct,  now  that  an  end  was  put  t»  the  meafures 
on  which  he  had  differed  with  his  colleagues. 
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The  Houfe  thei^  divided  on  the  previous  queftion,  put  onths 
i^  reToIution : 

Contents      .  j%  Proxies  9  Total  8a 

Mot  Contests        18  Proxy  i  Total  19 

Earl  FITZ  WILLI  AM  then  moved  the  other  fix  refolutions 
leverally^  and  on  each  of  them  the  Earl  of  Elgin  moved  the; 
previous  queftion^  which  was  put  and  carried. 

The  Houfe  a(i[joumed. 

Tue/daj,  tiji  February. 

Their  Lordfliips,  immediately  upon  meetingi  adjourned  to^ 
Weftminfter-haU, 

Thurjday,  'I'^d  February. 

Their  Lordfhips  being  returned  from  Weftminfter  Hall, 
(ent  a  melTage  to  the  Commons,  that  they  would  proceed  far> 
dier  in  the  tiial  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  on  Wednefday 
next ;  and  then  adjourned* 

Friday^  24th  February. 

The  Lords,  on  the  motion  of  Lord  PORCHESTEk,  weie 
fummoned  to  attend  on  Monday  next. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^  2^th  February. 

Loid  PORCHESTER  faid,  he  rofe  to  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lqrdfhips  to  the  fubjcd  of  the  late  armament  againft 
RujpSa,  aipd  he  hoped  for  their  indulgence  and  patient  hearing, 
although  he  well  knew  that  whatever  fell  from  him  on  the 
prefent  occafion  would  be  of  little  weight,  after  the  exertions 
and  fuperior  abilities  that  had  been  dlfplayed  by  his  noble 
friends  in  the  laft  debate  upon  the  fame  fubjed,  had  failed*-— 
What  he  wilhed  to  imprefs  on  their  Lordi^ips'  minds  was,  that 
Minifters  had  abufed  the  confidence  repofed  in  them  hy  Parlia- 
ment,  and  had  entered  into,  and  carried  on,  an  expenfivey 
unprovoked,  and  ufelefs  armament,  the  confequences  of  which 
had  proved  it  ijnncceflary,  extravagant,  and  foolifli,  in  every 
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view  that  it  could  be  taken.  He  condemned^  in  the  fevereft 
terms,  every  (hadow  of  a  caufe  that  had  been  offered  for  it  by 
His  Majefty-s  Minifters,  and  affirmed,  that  the  refult  would 
bear  him  out  in  all  that  he  ftated.  The  Minifters  had  laftyear 
come  down  to  the  Houfe  with  a  meflage,  requiring  and  foli- 
citing  the  concurrence  of  Parliament  to  their  hoftile  meafures 
againft  Ruflia ;  this  they  had  obtained  on  confidence  entirely, 
and  no  fooner  had  they  obtained  this  fan£tion,  than  they  abah- 
doned  the  only  objeft  which  they  pretended  to  have  for.  inducing 
Parliament  to  agree  to  an  armament  without  knowing  the 
grounds  upon  which  they  were  called  to  arm.  This,  and  all 
that  he  meant  to  trouble  their  Lordfhips  with,  he  was  war- 
ranted to  ftate  from  the  fpeech  of  a  noble  Duke,  whom  he 
trufted  he  might  call  his  noble  friend,  and  who  had  fhewn  him- 
felf  the  friend  of  his  country.  In  that  fpeech,  however  much 
he  might  differ  from  the  noble  Duke  as  to  the  value  of  Ocza- 
kow,  in  the  general  balance  of  power  in  Europe,  there  was 
enough  to  entitle  the  noble  Duke  to  the  thanks  of  his  country, 
for  his  manly  difintereftednefs,  and  the  fair  declaration  of  his 
,  fentiments ;  a  declaration  that  did  honour  to  his  feelings,  and 
certainly  was  of  the  greateft  confeq^ience  to  all  who  heard  it, 
and  to  the  country  at  large.  The  noble  Duke  who  held  that 
fituatipn  in  the  Cabinet,  which  entitled  his  information  to  much 
xefpeft  fiom  them,  had  come  forward  like  an  honeft  man,  and 
told  them  his  reafons  for  approving  of  the  arniament,  and'that 
he  had  not  formed  it  haftily  ;  he  had  then  told 'them  why  he  rc- 
figned,  though  he  owned  that  he  was  ftill  completely  ignorant 
of  the  caufe  which  induced  his  coUeaejues  in  office  to  abandon 
a  fyftem  that  had  been  fixed  upon  after  the  moft  mature  delibe- 
ration. The  noble  Duke  had  likewife  taken  (hame  to  hiipfelf^ 
and  told  their  Lerdfhips  fo,  for  the  part  he  had  a6led  laft  fef- 
fion ;  he  was  aftiamed,  that  he,  as  a  Minifter,  fhould  have 
come  to  that  Houfe  to  afk  the  confidence  of  their  Lordfliips  to 
fanftion  a  meafure  attended  with  deftruftimand  ruinous  con- 
fequences,  and,  with  as  much  dignity  as-propriety,  had  faid 
that,  upon  refledlion,  he  was  convinced  that  aflcing  a  blind  and 
unlimited  confidence  from  ^Parliament  on  great  and  hazardous 
occafions,  was  highly  indecent  and  improper;  and  he  had  par- 
ticularly ftated,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Minifters,  before  they 
proceeded  on  any  meafure  that  was  likely  to  involve  the  countty 
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in  war,  to  lay  fuch  information  before  Parliament  as  would 
]uftify  their  conduct.  Finding,  however,  that  the  prefent  ad- 
mihiftration  entertained  no  fuch  conftitutional  ideas,  his  Grace 
could  no  longer  a£fc  with  them,  and  had  refigned ;  all  this,  he 
contended,  (hewed  in  the  mod  ftriking  light  the  way  in  which 
they  had  trifled  with  the  Houfe,  and  with  the  deareft  intereils 
of  the  country,  in  a  moment  of  danger,  when  prudent,  wife» 
and  cautious  conduct  would  have  been  much  more  becoming 
than  rafhnefs,  folly,  and  infignificant  threats.  He  faid,  they 
had  opened  the  feflion  by  a  prbmife  in  the  King's  fpeech  to  lay 
before  the  Houfe  all  the  papers  relative  to  this  bufinefs ;  but  had 
they  done  fo?  No.  He  would  challei|ge  any  noble  Lord  in 
the  Houie  to  find  any  one  paper,  or  article  in  any  paper  on 
the  table,  that  could  in  the  lead  juftify  their  condud ;  and 
efpecially  after  the  impreflion  which  the  noble  Duke's  fpeech 
had  made  on  the  Houfe,  he  trufted  that  they  would  at  lead  find 
it  meceflary  to  fay  fomething  in  their  own  defence,  and  not  en- 
deavour to  pafs  every  thing  over  in  fullen  filence  and  myfteri* 
ous  fecrecy — a  conduft  that  had  been  too  common  of  late,  and 
which  required  an  overftretch  of  confidence,  that  muft  ulti- 
mately be  extremely  prejudicial  to  the  conftitution  of  this  coun- 
try, much  as  they  pretended  to  value  it.  He  defired  them  to 
point  out  any  one  objefl  that  we  had  gained,  or  any  fervice 
that  we  had  done  to  our  allies ;  in  Ihort,  they  had  equipped  an 
armament  againll  Ruffia,  with  whom  we  had  no  real  caufe  of 
quarrel ;  they  had  put  the  country  to  heavy  expence,  interrupted 
our  commerce  for  the  time,  and  impreflfed  our  feamen,  all 
without  any  fair  or  juft  grounds.  Pruffia  had  received  no  ad- 
vantage from  our  mediation,  nor  was  it  more  ufeful  for  the 
Turks,  for  they  had  (hewn  that  in  making  a  peace  it  was  not 
even  neccflfary  to  confult  us.  He  came  th^n  to  anfwer  the  ar- 
guments ufed  by  a  noble  Lord  on  a  former  night,  fetting  forth 
how  much  we  owed  to  Pru(ria,  and  how  little  to  the  Emprefs ; 
and  having  gone  minutely  into  the  origin  and  progrefs  of  the 
whole  tranfadion,  he  faw  nothing  but  the  folly  and  iniquity  of 
our  ra(h  and  unneceflTary  interference ;  he  could  not  liflen  to 
any  arguments  founded  upon  idle  jealoufy  about  the  increafing 
power  of  Ruflia  in  the  general  balan9e,  or  principles  of  revenge 
for  her  pad  condu6l  to  this  country ;  our  meafures,  he  a(rertedy 
in  the  whole  of  this  ncgociation,  were  well  known  at  every 
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Court  on  the  Continent,  and  wherever  they  were  known,  they 
had  made  Great  Britain,  for  the  firft  time,  ridiculous  and  in*- 
fignificant  in  the  eyes  of  all  Europe.  But  it  was  faid  we  had 
finally  procured  a  peace  between  Ruilia  and  the  Porte,  and  fet- 
tled the  general  tranquillity  of  Europe,  which,  he  faid,  would 
have  happened  without  our  interference,  and  was  to  be  afcrtbed 
to  this  caufe  alone — that  we  had  luckily  failed  in  the  whole  of 
the  fyftem  which  our  Miriifters  wiftied  to  purfue. 
He  then  made  his  motion  as  follows : 
**  That  His  Majefty's  Minifters  have  abufed  the  confidence 
**  repofed  in  them  by  this  Houfe,  in  an  addrefs  of  the  29th  of 
**  March  laft,  which  paffed  without  any  information  commu- 
**  nicated  to  us  upon  the  reprefentation  of  the  "  ncceffity  of 
**  making  an  addition  to  the  naval  force  of  the  kingdom,  for 
"  the  purpofe  of  fupporting  the  interefts  of  thefc  kingdoms, 
*^  and  of  contributing  to  the  great  and  important  objeft  of  re- 
"  ftoringthe  tranquillity  of  Europe  on  a  fecure  and  lading  foun- 
**  dation/'  by  continuing,  at  a  great'expence,  and  with  great 
*^  hardfliip  to  the  Britifh  feamen,  the  preparation  of  that  fprce, 
**  after  they  had  determined  not  to  employ  it,  but  to  clofe  with 
the  conditions  offered  by  the  Court  of  Peterflburgh  fo  early 
as  the  a6th  of  May  1790,  repeated  frequently,  and  invari- 
ably adhered  to  by  that  Court,  which  they  haye  fincc  ac- 
*'  cepted  as  fufBcient  to  fupport  the  interefts  of  thefe  kingdoms, 
"  and  to  reftore  the  tranquillity  of  Europe  on  a*fecureand  laft- 
**  ing  foundation." 

Lord  RAWDON  faid,  extraordinary  as  the  condud  of  His 
Majcfty*s  Minifters  had  been  throughout  this  whole  affair,  he 
could  not  have  imagined  that  they  would  carry  their  difr^ard 
of  appearances  to  fuch  a  length,  as  not  to  offer  any  exculpation, 
when  fo  ferious  a  charge  as  that  contained  in  the  motion  was 
exhibited  againft  them.  The  affeftation  of  filence  might  be  a 
convenient  cloak  for  thofe  who  knew  that  any  fpecific  defence 
they  could  offer,  muft  be  replete  with  inconfittencies ;  but  it 
was  a  fpecies  of  evafion  that  fo  obvioufly  marked  the  w^aknefs 
of  a  caufe,  that  he  trufted  it  would  meet  with  no  countenance 
either  in  t!iat  Houfe  or  with  the  Public.  Was  this  the^  return 
which  Parliament  had  reafon  to  expeS  for  a  confidence,  libe- 
ral beyond  jwecedent  ?  Was  the  moment  never  to  arrive,  in 
which  they  were  ta  be  inftru<Sled  that  their  confidence  was  not 
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abu/ed  ?  Had  Minifters  no  plan  of  condiidi  that  they  wei% 
thus  apprehenfive  of  making  fuch  an  avowal  i  If  otherwife^ 
why  not  bring  forward  that  plan  to  the  teft  of  difcuilion  ?  The 
manly  declaration  of  a  noble  Duke,  lately  in  high  oiEce,  took 
away  every  pretext  that  had  been  urged  for  referve,  through 
apprehenfion  of  poflible  mifchief  from  the  communication  of 
documents.  We  participated  in  the  regret  of  that  noble  per- 
fon,  that  he  had  not  at  the  time  declared  the  motives  of  his  dif* 
fent  from  Minifters.  This  declaration,  fo  coincident  with  the 
public  fentiment,  would  have  been  highly  imprefHve.  Was 
there,  he  would  afk,  any  perfon,  who  knew  the  noble  Duke, 
who  could,  for  an  inftant,  fuppofe  that  he  would  come  forward 
with'a  dilclofure  that  it  was  improper  to  make  ?  The  infc* 
rence,  therefore,  was,  that  Minifters  might  with  fafcty  have 
laid  the  negociation  before  the  Public,  and  were  only  withheld 
by  the  confcioufnefs  that  an  expofition  of  their  own  errors  was 
infeparably  connefted  with  fuch  a  ftatement.  The  noble  Se* 
crctary's  retreat  from  office  rung  an  alarm  through  the  coun- 
try— ^the  hands  of  Oppolition  were  ftrengthened,  and  Mini- 
fters, compelled  precipitately  to  abandon  what  they  had  raflily 
adopted,  fent  for  the  courier  of  peace. 

If  the  objeft  originally  in  view  was  really  worth  arming 
for,  it  had  been  profecuted  in  a  manner  the  moft  whimfical,  in 
which  a  point  of  fuch  importance  had  ever  been  followed ;  the 
objeft  was  ftated  to  be,  the  prevention  of  any  difmemberment 
of  the  Turkiih  empire,  by  the  arms  of  either  Imperial  Court. 
Obferve  how  this  purpofe  v^s  conduced ;  Sweden,  either  fti- 
nulated  by  private  injuries,  or  moved  by  your  inftigations,  had 
attacked  Ruffia  with  the  utmoft  vigour.  In  the  King  of  that 
country  we  found  an  ally,  intrepid  and  enterprizing ;  not  one 
whom  it  might  be  necellary  to  urge  to  lukewarm  exertion  on 
our  fide,  but  who  was  already  matched  with  Ruffia.  He  was 
applauded ;  promifed  fupport,  urged  to  perfeverance,  and  then 
abandoned.  Could  not  the  gallantry  of  the  man  plead  for  his 
fuppon  I  Muft  Mir  alliance  and  treachery  be  thus  intimafely 
connected  i  and  was  no  compundion  felt  at  the  idea  of  having 
expofedf  by  our  inftigation  and  negleft,  to  the  cool,  deliberate 
lefentment  of  a  mighty  Power,  one,  whofe  principal  refourcB 
was  in  the  greatnefs  of  his  own  mind  ?*  If  Minifters  meant 
-war,  co-<operation  with  the  force  of  Sweden.was,a  policy  Co 
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clear,  that  it  is  inconceivable  how  it  could  be  overlooked  ;  but 
the  all-fufficiency  of  the  Britifh  Cabinet  contemned  every  ad- 
vantage of  that  nature  :  the  confequence  was  fuch  as  might 
have  been  forefeen.  The  King  of  Sweden,  betrayed  and  de- 
ferted,  not  only  made  a  feparate  peace,  but  has  entered,  through 
refentment  of  your  condud,  into  alliance  with  Rufiia.  It  was 
matter  of  furprife,  that  Minifters  had  not  put  it  as  a  boaft  into 
the  mouth  of  their  Sovereign,  on  the  opening  of  the  fefliony 
that  the  pblicy  of  this  country  had  produced  between  Ruflia  and 
Sweden  not  pacification  merely,  but  amity  and  fpecific  league 
.  againft  any  fu  ure  violator  of  the  tranquillity  of  the  Baltic. 

His  Lordfhip  then  adverted  to  the  conduft  of  Minifters  to- 
wards the  Emperor.  How  had  they  ferved  their  Turkifli  ally 
in  this  cafe  ?  The  preliminary  treaty  at  Riechenbach,  confirmed 
at  Liftove;  laid  down  xht  flatus  quo  as  the  bajis  of  negociation. 
The  Emperor,  finding  Turkey  under  the  fpecial  proteftion  of 
England,  conftrues  this  to  mean  ^tfiatus  quo  de  jure y  accord- 
ing to  the  treaty  of  Belgrade,  demanding  the  whole  courfe  of 
the  Unna  as  his  frontier  on  the  fide  of  Bofnia.  The  Turks 
objedt  that  they  had  rejefted  that  conftruftipn  after  the  treaty 
of  Belgrade,  and  that  they  had  then  declared  they  would  renew 
the  war,  were  the  claim  infifted  on.  The  Emperor  p6rfe- 
veres,  and  the  Turks  yield.  This  pofition,  on  the  back  of 
Bofnia,  which  hitherto  has  been  the  bulwark  of  the  Turkifh 
empire  on  that  fide,  muft  make  that  province  foon  fenfible  that 
the  only  permanent  fecurity  it  can  experience,  muft  arife  from . 
attaching  itfelf  to  the  Emperor.  How  grateful  muft  the  Sultan 
feel,  for  a  mediation  that  thus  abridged  his  dominiop ! 

Minifters  had  refolved  that,  inrefpeA  to  Rufiia,  faftsfliould 
ftand  as  bare  of  any  explanatory  comments  as  poifible ;  they 
had,  indeed,  laid  fome  papers  upon  the  table,  but  it  was  vi- 
fible,  that  as  they  were  only  anfwering  to  their  country  at 
large,  they  thought  it  unriecelTary  to  adhere  to  the  qualification 
of  legal  evidence,  namely,  the  truth,  and  the  tuAf/f  iruth. 

They  firft  laid  on  the  table,  as  being  all  the  documents  re- 
ferable to  the  fubjeft,  a  fet  of  papers,  from  which  the  keeneft 
perfpicuity  could  never  have  inferred  that  there  had  been  the 
fmalleft  difference  between  the  Courts  of  Peteriburgh  and 
London.  He  fuppofed  Minifters  had  recoUefted  themfelves 
s^fterwardt,  and  had  becomis  awaxe  that  an  armament  would 
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appear  rather  unaccounted  for>  if  not  a  (yllable,  expreflive  of 
diflatisfadion,  appeared  in  all  this  correfpondence  with  the 
Emprefs.  The  noble  Secretary  of  State>  therefore,  laid  other 
papers  upon  the  table,  which,  by  the  dates,  their  Lordfliips 
would  perceive  ought  to  have  been  inferted  early  in  the  feries  of 
documents  laid  before  the  Houfe ;  ftill,  thefe  papers  fugged  no 
pretenfion,  on  the  part  of  Ruffia,  which  could  furnifh  a  ra- 
tional ground  for  plunging  this  country  into  a  war.  When  he 
heard  the  noble  Secretary  of  State,  on  a  former  day,  advance 
that  the  Emprefs  had  demanded  the  ere£tion  of  Wallachia  and 
Moldavia  into  an  independent  kingdom,  to  be  governed  by  an 
hereditary  Cfariftian  Prince,  he  had  been  aftonifhed  at  the  afler- 
tion  ;  becauie,  in  the  very  documents  with  which  Minifters 
had  condefcended  to  favour  the  Houfe,  it  appears,  that  this 
propofition  is,  both  in  letter  and  fpirit,  fubmitted  entirely  to 
the  decifion  of  the  friendly  and  impartial  Powers ;  that  is  to 
fay.  Great  Britain  and  Pruifia.  Such  a  mifreprefentation 
could  only  have  the  momentary  view  of  winning  the  votes  of 
the  reverend  Bench  of  Biihops,  through  the  juQ  indignation 
which  might  be  fuppofed  to  be  excited  in  them  by  this  impu- 
dent attempt  of  the  Emprefs  to  fecure  the  preponderance  of 
the  Chridian  religion  in  thofe  provinces.  A  noble  Lord,  (El- 
gin) -from  whom,  at  a  future  day,  this  coimtry  would  proba- 
bly receive  confiderable  fupport,  had  fpoken,  in  a  former  de- 
bate, of  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  the  navigatioR  of  the 
Dnieper.  Maps,  to  be  purchafed  in  every  ihop  in  Vienna, 
might  have  fliewn  that  Oczakow  could  not  command  the  na- 
vigation of  the  Dnieper :  that  river  was  near  ihree  miles  broad 
at  the  mouth,  and  a  (hoal  ran  from  Oczakow  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  the  way  acrofs.  It  appears,  from  General  Manftein's 
Memoirs,  that  in  1739,  when  the  place  was  befieged  by  the 
Ruffians,  not  one  of  the  Turkifli  veflels  which  attempted  to 
throw  provifions  into  it,  could  get  up  to  the  town,  becaufe  tho 
channel  forced  them  to  keep  clofe  to  the  oppofite  fhore,  then 
in  poifeilion  of  the  Ruffians.  His  Lordlhip  ridiculed  the  idea 
that  the  polTeffion  of  Oczakow  would  increafe  the  maritime 
ftrength  of  Ruffia ;  its  defeats,  as  a  marine  iituation,  were, 
from  the  preceding  account,  obvious  ;  as  little  could  it  be  xt* 
garded  as  an  additional  force  by  land,  as  it  had  been  repr^s- 

fented  by  a  noble  Lord  (Hawkibury),  and  thcnce  injunous  to 
Vol.  XXXIIL  R  r 
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Pruffia.  What  were  thofe  great  advantaiges  which  Ruflia  was 
to  derive  from  the  poiTcflion  of  Oczakow  and  its  diflrift  ? — 
Could  (heanake  levies  to  recruit  her  army  from  a  depopulated 
region,  or  draw  treafure  to  rcplenifti  her  exhaufted  coffers  from 
barren  fands  ?  When  it  was  confidered  how  much  thefe  ac- 
counts were  rcverfcd  ;  when  it  was  found  neceffary  to  relinquifh 
Oczakow,  they  had  only  to  admire  the  facility  with  which 
Minifters  changed  their  points  of  view  I 

His  Lordftiip  obferved^  that  he  would  ftrenuoufly  concur 
with  that  noble  Lord  in  the  pofition,  that  there  was  a  feeling 
of  honour  due  towards  an  ally,  which  ought  to  go  beyond  the 
mere  letter  of  engagements  ;  he  trufled  that  the  happy  bond  of 
union  which  had  lately  taken  place  between  the  two  Royal  Fa- 
milies, would' animate  Britain  and  Pruffia  to  reciprocal  fer- 
vices,  far  beyond  what  the  fragile  article  of  a  treaty  could  fe- 
cure  ;  and  he  was  certain  that  fuch  a  generous  conftruftion 
of  the  terms  of  alliance  was  always  for  the  intereft  of  the  coun- 
try  that  obferved  it :  in  this  inftance,  however,  no  advantage 
could  be  pleaded  for  Pruffia  in  forbidding  the  Emprefs  to  retain 
Otzakow,  but  fuch  an  advantage  as  it  would  be  (lander  to  af- 
fert,  the  juft  and  magnanimous  Prince  who  now  fat  on  the 
Pruffian  throne,  would  ever  ftipulate,  namely,  that  Ruffia 
fliould  continue  to-  be  exhaufted,  by  the  unceafing  wafte  of 
blood  and  treafure,  which  the  facility  of  attack  from  the  Turks 
at  Oczakow  might  be  expedled  to  occafion ;  and  that  thence 
Ruffia  fliould  be.  rendered  lefs  able  to  maintain  a  force  in  the 
iieighbourhood  of  Pruffia.  This  fomenting  of  calamities  to 
other  countries,  that  their  debility  might  give  you  relative 
ftrength,  had  hitherto,  to  the  difgrace  of  civilized  countries, 
been  too  common  ;  but  a  fpirit  of  good  fenfe  and  probity  had 
of  late  moft  happily  infufed  itfelf  into  the  politics  of  Europe ; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  exea-able  fyltem  to  which  he  had  alluded 
was  exploded  for  ever. 

Of  all  the  wretched  pv^licy  of  petty  Statefmen,  the  moft  con- 
temptible was  that  which  threatened  every  thing,  and  perform- 
ed nothing  :  to  the  exercife  of  fuch  a  policy  the  powers  of  Eu- 
rope could  not  long  be  infenfible  ;  they  were  fenfible  of  it,  and 
^  eftimated  it  as  it  dcferved ;  di£tatorial  words  had  at  length 
found  their  level  and  value  ;  they  were  underftood,  and  there- 
fore ineffedual.    A  noble  and  learned  Lord,   (th6  ChancellorJ 
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whofc  fentiments  he  was  proud  to  quote,  had  happily  defined 
the  ancient  policy  of  the  French  Court ;  he  had  defined  it  to  be 
*^  a  tifliie  of  ridiculous  fopperies."     The  exprcffion  was  as 
happy  as  the  opinion  was  jiill ;  this  policy  had  fent  them  pry- 
ing into  everv  Cabinet  in  Europe  ;  it  had  rendered  them  infi- 
dious   fupplanters  ;    where  they  found  amity  and  friendfliip, 
they  fowed  difcord  ;  and  a  fingle  fpark  of  pique  was  quickly 
kindled  to  a  flame.     Of  this  policy  what  was  the  refult  ?    It 
enabled  them  to  attain  petty  ends  at  ten  times  their  value,  and 
to  caufe  temporary  inconvenience  to  their  neighbours,  at  the 
expence  of  permanent  inconvenience  to  themfelves.     He  muft 
be  a  nice  cafuift,  who  could  draw  a  line  of  diftinSion  between 
the  condu6t  of  our  prefent  Minifters  and  that  of  the  Court  of 
Verfailles.     Did  this  apinion  want  illuftration,  he  had  only  to 
refer  to  our  late  difference  with  Spain.     Was  the  caufe  of  this 
rupture  of  fo  aggravating  a  nature,  that  it  could  not  be  adjufted  i 
Direflly  the  reverfe  ;  never  was  difference  more  open  to  ac- 
commodation; but  a  prurient  defire' of  making  mountebank 
parade  had  feized  on  Minifters  ;  the  mob  were  to  be  deluded ; 
and  from  fuch  materials  as  arrogance,  error,  and  degrading 
conceffion,  was  to  be  formed  a  tinfel  wreath  to  decorate  their 
brows.     By  the  detention  of  fpme  vefTels,  individtial  intereft 
fuffers  a  temporary  inconvenience  ;  sl  fracas y  which  might  have 
been  fettled  by  the  appointment   of  two  Commiffioners,  is 
fwelled  to  the  confequence  and  magnitude  of  a  caufe  for  a  na- 
tional rupture.      Language,  menacing  and  dictatorial,    was 
held  out  to  Spain  ;  that  Court  was  not  fo  l6ft  in  furprife,  as  to 
negkft  the  means  of  defence.     She  armed.     England  afligned 
this  as  the  caufe  of  her  armament.  .  Thefe  hoftile  arrangements 
continued  on  both  fides,  till   this  momentous  bubble  fubfided  in 
the  convention.  Would  it  not  puzzle  the  moft  confiding  friend 
of  Minifters  to  afHgn  any  one  advantage  which  was  derived 
from  this  adjuftment,  unlefs  it  be  deemed  fuch  to  have  it  afcer- 
tahedj  that  where  we  went  before,  we  rfiuft  go  no  longer. 
His  Lordfhip  declared,  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  know  what  to  com- 
pare this  bravado  principle  of  Minrfters  to  ;  it  bore  no  rcfem- 
btance  to  any  thing  that  was  fpirited,  ingenuous,  or  manly  : 
one  fimilitude,  indeed,  prefented  itfelf ;  li  put  him  in  mind  of^ 
the  condwS  of  a  child,  who,  getting  hold  of  a  large  fword^ 
fwings  it  about  fais  head,  (for  wield  it  hfe  cannot)  faying  tq 
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thol?5bout  him,  "  See^what  I  can  do/'  till  the  weapon  fallsf 
from  his  feeble  grafp.     The  parallel  might  probably  hold  yet 
farther,  as  Minifters  appeared  to  be  equally  ijifenfible  with  thcr 
child  to  the  ridicule  arifing  from  failure  in  the  proper  ufe  of  it. 
Former  modes  of  amicably  adjufting  the  differences  of  nations, 
were  now  totally  difregarded,  and  threats  and  defiance  fubfti- 
tutcd.     "  Thus  far  fliall  you  go,"  was  now  the  only  tone  to  b^r 
heard.     How  long  do  Minifters  intend  to  maintain  this  bully- 
ing tone  ?  How  long  will  they  continue  to  appear  magnificent 
in  the  parade  of  war — ftunned  by  the  firft  effort  at  rcfiftance, 
and  then,  through  a  wounded  pride,  trailing  along  ancxpenfivc 
armament,  which  ,was  never  intended  to  have  any  other  dif- 
tindioft  than  that  of  being  the   laft  todifarm.     No  circum- 
ftances,  he  obferved,  could  ever  erafe   the  opinion  he  enter- 
tained of  the  paft  errpneous  condufl:  of  Minifters :  in  afcribing 
their  conduft  to  error,  he  pleaded,  in  extenuation  for  them  ; 
were  it  to  be  afcribed  to  any  other  motive,  how  exemplary  fe* 
verc  muft  have  been  the  neccflary  atonement ! 
i      Minifters,  his  Lordfhip  obferved,  in  the  refult  of  their  ma- 
nagement, had  beftowed  advantages  on  every  Power  within, 
the  fcope  of  their  interference,  excepting  upon  that  which  they 
ftood  forth  to  benefit.     To  Sweden  they  procured  an  alliance 
uppn  equal  terms  with  Ruflia — a  fpecies  of  league  always  ufe- 
ful  to  the  weaker  nation  :  for  Auftria  they  had  obtained  ceflions, 
after  an  unfuccefsful  war,  which  fhe  could  not  command,  af- 
ter all  the  vi£tories«of  Prince  Eugene.     To  Ruflia  they  award- 
ed the  very  diftrift  \»hich  they  had  armed  to  prevent  her  retain- 
ing ;  becaufe  they  not  only  retraced  their  own  menace  to  her, 
,but  they  deprived  the  Porte  of  the  hope  that  the  extent  of  its 
calamities  might  at  length  induce  them  to  render  it  that  fuc* 
cour  which  they  had  fo  long  promifed  ;  for  they  pledged  them- 
felves  by  a  folcmn  declaration,  (if,  indeed,  after  their  condud^ 
any  declaration  from  Great  Britain  was  to  be  relied  upon)  that 
ihould  the  Turks  rcfufe  the  cefllon  which  they  had  formerly 
faid  they  ought  never  to  make,  no  check  would  be  given  by 
them  to  Ruflian  vengeance,  were  it  even  to  ftorm  the  walls  o^ 
Conftantinople.     That  tljig^-Turks  were  not  infenfible  to  this 
Jlroke  offriendjhipy  was  evinced   by  their  fubfequent  conduct. 
What  fliare  had  England  in  adjufliing. preliminaries  between 
Rsffia  and  ijie  Porte  i— l^one,    Di4  ibe  approve  pf  tfeQin  ?--* 
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She  was  not  permitted  to  fee  them.  He  wiflied  thetr  Lord- 
fliips  to  recoUeft,  that  England,  thus  treated  with  indignity, 
was  that  Power  the  interpofition  of  whofe  ftrength  was  to  fare 
the  walls  of  the  Turkilh  capital,  ik  feared  that  barbarous 
nation  had  not  refinement  fufficient  to  tafte  the  delicacy  of  the 
protection  which  had  been /w/?/^^^  upoa  them  by  the  Britiffi 
Cabinet. 

There  was  a  book  popular  in  the  Eaft,  the  Inflitutes  of  Ti- 
mour,  and  he  was  apprehenfivc  the  Ottoman  Minifters  might 
have  recollefted  a  palTage  of  it  on  the  prefent  occafion.  "  By 
**' experience,"  faysTimouri  "  it  is  known  unto  me,  that  aa 
*^  injudicious  friend  is  far  more  dangerous  than  an  open  ene* 
my  i  for  fuch  a  one,  my  firm  and  fledfaft  adherent,  did  to 
me^  in  his  friendlhip,  fuch  mifchiefs,  as  no  enemy  could 

have  devifed  in  the  excefs  of  his  enmity." The  Turks 

might  have  thought  that  the  miferable  carnage  to  which  our 
Minifters  had  fubjeded  them,  for  fourteen  months,  by  infifting 
that  they  fliould  rejeft  thofe  terms  which  they  at  laft  joined  to 
impofe  on  them>  was  a  fort  of  obligation  that  did  not  require 
any  very  warm  acknowledgements :  our  interference  was,  in 
confequence,  finally  not  even  deemed  worthy  the  decided  tone 
of  rejeftion — it  was  wholly  overlooked.  Gracious  God  !  •faid 
his  Lordftiip,  is  it  poffible  for  the  Parliament  of  this  country 
to  look  on  tamely  at  fuch  expenjive  humiliations  ?  Are  the  er- 
rors of  Adminiftration  only  to  be  exceeded  by  the  credulity  of 
a  confiding  Parliament  ? 

Amid  this  oftentation  of  vigour  and  exertion,  Minifters  ftart- 
ed  another  claim  paradoxically  ridiculous  !  Could  it  be  believ- 
ed, yet  fuch  was  the  fad,  that  Minifters  claimed  to  be  the 
pacificators  pf  Europe  ?  In  one  point  of  view,  the  claim 
was  not  unfounded ;  their  condu£t  had  inftruded  Sweden,  def- 
titute  of  reliance  on  our  faith,  to  form  an  indiflbluble  union 
with  Ruilia  ;  it  had  inftru£i:ed  the  Porte,  that  peace  alone  could 
protect  it  from  the  treachery  of  our  Councils ;  and  Auftria, 
whom,  we  .affeS:ed  to  oppofe,  acquiefced  in  the  advantages  we 
had  obtained.  To  obftrud:  a  peace  (he  could  have  no  longer 
an  inducement ;  peace  gave  her  leifure  and  opportunity  to  en-^ 
joy  thofe  advantages,  which,  with  a  degree  of  generdfitype* 
culiarly.  romantic,  we  had  wrcftcd  from  a  friend  to  confer  on 
an  enemy.  -    * 
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At  a  claim,  fo  ferioufly  abfurd,  it  was  altnoft  impoilible  to 
be  grave  ;  it  brought  to  recolleftion  the  regret  of  Candide,  in 
Vohairc's  *  Optmift.'  "  Certainly,"  fays  Candide,  **  1  am 
**  the  beft-tenjpered  fellow  in  the  world,  yet  this  is  the  third 
**  inan  I  have  killed  already.'* 

His  Lordfhip  obferved,  that  though  information  was  denied 
to  him,  and  the  noble  Lords  on  that  fide  of  the  Houfe  with- 
whom  he  had  the  honour  to  aft,  the  Minifter  oughtto  recol- 
left,  that  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  ftiould  be  corifidered 
as  reprefentatives  of  the  country. '  He  wiflied  the  noble  Secre- 
tary to  bring  it  hpme  torefleftion,  that  the  voice  of  Parliament 
and  the  country  are  not  to  be  diftinguifhed.  Outfide  the  walls 
ofthofc  Ailemblies,  the  people  may  indeed  vent  their  diilatis- 
faftion  in  murmurs ;  but  it  is  here  only  they  can  come  to  ex- 
crcife  their  conftitutioual  right — ^to  demand  information. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  faid,  there  were  various  grounds 
on  which  he  conceived  the  Houfe  ought  to  vote  the  motion  of 
his  noble  friend  ;  the  firft  ground  was,  the  maintenance  of  the 
conftitution,    which  had  of  late  received  fo  much  praife  from 
Minifters ;  for  what  woiJd  it  avail  that  we  were  in  poflfeflion  of 
a  glorious  and  happy  conftitution,    if  the  public  conviftion  oC 
that 'Conftitution  was  (Itaken  ;  and  what  could  more  eJBPe&ually 
tend  to  {hake  it,  than  unneceflary  wars,  and  the  additional  taxes 
impofed  to  fupport  them :    but  unneceflary  wars  had  not  only 
been  hazarded  at  a  period  when  peace  was  peculiarly  the  line  of 
policy  which  the  country  ought  to  have  formed,  a  policy  parti- 
cularly pointed  Qut  to  us  at  a  moment  when  our  old  rival  was 
broken  down,  and  when  an  opportunity  was  afforded  of  redu- 
cing our  eftablifhmcnts ;  but  at  that  moment,  inftead  of  peace 
being  purfued,   the  mcaneft  pretence  had  been  feized  for  pre- 
paring for  war.     Another  ground  for  voting  for  the  motion 
was,  that  the  Minifter  had  procured  a  vote  of  money  upon  con- 
fidence,   without  having  given  any  explanation  at  the  time  of 
bis  commencing  the  armament  voted  ;  or  fince,  for  his  aban- 
doning fuch  armament ;  in  fo  afting  the  Minifter  had  betrayed 
a  great,  though  a  melancholy,  truth,  namely,  that  the  Parlia- 
ment was  not  the  organ  of  the  people ;  when  the  Minifter' wifli- 
.  €d  to  ftand  upon  the  ftrong  ground  of  confidence,  he  trufted  to 
the  breath  of  Parliament  4  but  if  danger  unfoj'efeen  ftared  htm 
in  the  face,  he  made  a  diftinftion  between  the  Parliameot  aad 
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the  people,  and  faidhegave  up  his  arniament  upon  th6  opinion 
of  the  people  formed  elfewherc  than  in  that  Houfe.  His  Lord- 
(hip  in  reviewing  the  political  obje£ls  of  the  armament  faid,  he 
believed  they  might  be  found  in  the  endeavour  to  obtain  for 
Pruffia,  Dantzic  and.  Thorn.  He  condemned  the  furrender 
of  Oczakow,  and  ridiculed  the  point  of  the  free  navigation  of 
the  Dniefter  being  dated  as  an  objeflof  the  higheft  importance. 
He  alfo  charged  Miniilers  with  having  on  flight  grounds  com* 
menced  the  Spanifli  quarrel,  and  taken  more  money  from  Par- 
liament on  that  occafion  than  they  wanted.  Upon  the  whole 
of  the  bufmefs  he  concluded  it  might  be  faid  we  had  gained  a 
lofs. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  defended  Adminiftration, 
chiefly  upon  the  ground,  that  they  had  aded  upon  the  opinion, 
and  with  the  approbation  of  Parliament,  declared  by  a  great 
majority  in  both  Houfes,  when  the  fubjeft  was  difcuffed  laft 
year. 

Lord  Grenville  and  Lord  Stormont  rofe  together,  but  th& 
latter  fat  down,  when 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  he  would  not  have  attempted  to 
interrupt  the  noble  Vifcount,  but  that  he  could  not  fit  pati- 
ently and  hear  it  brought  againft  His  Majefty's  fervants  as  a 
charge,  that  they  would  give  the  Houfe  no  explanation,  rela- 
tive to  the  conduft  with  refpeft  to  the  late  negociation  with 
Ruflia,  but  that  when  called  upon  for  their  defence,  they  re* 
fufcd  to  anfwer,  and  obftinately  perfifted  in  preferving  an  in-- 
violable  fccrecy,  and  a  profound  filence.  It  was  but  that  diy 
fe'nnight,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  when  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
trouble  the  Houfe  with  a  fpeech  of  confiderable  length,  in 
which  he  had  endeavoured  to  ftate  in  the  detail,  all  the  infor- 
mation that  appeared  tO'him  neceffary  for  their  Lordihips  to 
be  poflefled  of,  in  order  that  they  might  clearly  comprehend 
the  circumftances  that  had  governed  the  condufl:  of  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters,  and  the  principles  on  which  they  had  adled. 
As  in  that  long  and  rather  laborious  effort  he  had  endeavoured 
to  ftate  every  thing  that  fecmed  requifite  for  their  Lordfhips*  in- 
formation, he  had  flattered  himfelf  with  the  hope  that  the  ac- 
count he  had  then  ftated  had  proved  fatisfaftory,  and  that  in  fo 
ftort  a  fpace  as  fix  days,  he  "ftiould  not  have  been  told  that  Mi- 
nifters had  prefcrvcd  a  profound  fiknce.    The  prefent  motion. 
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though  differing  certainly  in  form  from  thofe  made  laft  Mon- 
day, tended  evidently  to  draw  on  a  difcuflion,  fimilarin  fon^ 
fort  to  the  former  one ;  he  knew  not,  therefore,  how  to  an- 
Aver  the  call  of  ihofe  noble  Lords  who  had  demanded  explana- 
tion, otherwife  than  by  going  into  a  repetition  of  what  he  had- 
ftated  in  his  fpeech  of  Monday  laft,  but  that  muft  appear  dull 
and  tedious  to  the  Houfe,  if  given  at  the  fame  length  as  before ; 
he  would,  therefore  as  ihortly  as  poflible,  ftate  the  principal 
grounds  on  which  he  refted,  what  he  conceived  amounted  to  a 
full  and  complete  juftification  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters.  He 
then  ftated  the  objefts  of  our  interference  between  the  Porte  and 
Rufli?.,  in  whofe  quarrels  Britifli  interefts  were  materially  con- 
cerned, as  well  as  the  intereft  of  our  ally  the  King  of  Pruflia. 
He  defcribed  the  ambitious  views  of  Ruflia,  to  drive  the  Turks 
out  of  Europe  and  make  herfelf  miftrefs  of  the  Black  Sea,  9nd  . 
thence  render  herfelf  a  maritime  power,  formidable  to  this 
country.  That  Ruflia  had  been  long  aftuated  by  fuch  an  am- 
bition, he  faid,  was  evident  from  the  Hiftory  of  Europe,  from 
which  it  might  alfo  be  feen,  that  this  country  had  thought  it 
her  intereft  to  watch  over  and  to  prevent  attainment  of  that  ob- 
ject, as  often  as  its  approach  appeared  to  be  near  at  hand.  He 
gave  an  hiftorical  detail  of  the  conduA  of  Ruflia,  with  a  view 
to  accelerate  this  her  great  objeS  from  the  time  that  Peter  the 
Great  afcend-^d  the  throne,  to  the  prefent  period.  He  parti- 
cularly adverted  to  the  treaty  between  Ruflia  and  the  Porte  in 
1736,  when  Great  Britain  and  Holland  united  in  an  interfer- 
ence, and  when  France  left  it  to  them  to  take  care  of  the  in- 
tereft of  the  maritime  powers  of  Europe.  After  a  full  detail  of 
the  conduft  purfued  by  Great  Britain  and  Holland  in  1736, 
and  a  ftatement  of  its  efieS,  he  faid,  however  it  might  be  de- 
nied out  of  doors,  he  trufted  it  would  be  admitted  to  him  by 
every  man  within  thofe  walls,  that  this  country  had  an  intereft 
in  the  concerns  of  the  Continent,  and  moft  materially  in  the 
conduft  of  Ruflia.  He  then  ftated  that  it  was  to  the  favour  of 
this  country  that  RuflSa  owed  the  weight  (he  poflefled  gs  4  ma- 
ritime power  in  the  fcale  of  Europe ;  that  we  had  repeatedly 
aflifted  her  in  that  ohjed ;  and  that  in  the  laft  war,  when  this 
country  ftoo  1  in  a  fituation  too  well  known  and  feverely  felt  to 
render  the  paiulul  repetition  of  it  now  ncceflary.  Great  Britain 
had  flatteied  be^kii  that  Hie  might  then  fucceisfuUy  call  ufc>n 
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the  gratitude  of  Ruflia,  and  profit  by  that  marine  which  had 
become  formidable  under  her  own  aufpice^.     How  Ruflia  at 
that  time  condu£led  herfelf  was  well  known,    and  would  not 
foon  be  forgotten.     For  any  man  to  maintain  that  it  was  of  no 
confequence  to  this  country,  whether  Ruffia  was  permitted  to 
driv^e  the  Turks  out  of  Europe,  and  make  herfelf  formidable  in 
the  Mediterranean,  as  a  maritime  power,  it  might  with  juft  as  . 
much  reafon  have  been  contended,  that  it  was  of  no  confequence 
to  Europe,  whether  Lewis  XI  Vth    had   been  fufFered  to  pof* 
fefs  himfelfof  thekingdonas  of  Spain  and  Portugal,  when  that 
ambitious  Monarch  aimed  at  that  great  objeQ.     On  the  late 
occafion,    His  Majefty's  Minifters  thought  it  their  duty  to  in- 
terfere between  the  Porte  and  Ruflia,  and  in  order  to  give  weight 
and  force  to  their  negociation,    to  arm  in  its  fupport.     But 
when  they  found,  in  confequence  of  difficulties  thrown  in  their 
way,  both  here  and  at  Peterfburgh,   that  their  objeft  was  not 
likely  to  be  attained,  and  moft  of  all  when  they  learnt  that  the 
people  of  this  country  were  difmclined  to  go  to  war  with  Rnffia, 
they  changed  their  opinions,  -  and  endeavoured  to  obtain  peace 
for  the  Porte  on  the  bed  terms  that  they  could  procure  by  every 
means  (hprt  of  going  to  war.     In  a  Government  conilituted,  as 
that  of  this  country  was,  he  held  it  to  be  the  indifpcnfable  duty 
of  the  executive  Power  to  build  its  meafures  on  the  opinion  of 
the  people.     On  that  opinion  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  aft- 
ed,  and  he  trufted  no  man  would  impute  blame  to  them  for 
having  forborne  to  engage  the  country  in  a  war,  to  which  tht 
nation  had  clearly  ftiewn  they  were  adverfe.     It  he  were  a(ked, 
whether  His  Majefty's  Minifters. thought  Oczakow  an  obje6l 
of  no  importance,    he  declared  he  ftiould  anfwer  that  they  all 
along  thought  it  an  objedl  of  great  importance,  both  to  Ruftia 
and  the  Porte  ;  to  the  latter  as  an  objedl  of  defence,  to  Rullia 
as  an  obje£t  of  offence  ;  but  then  the  importance  of  every  objeft 
muft  be  meafured  by  the  extent  of  the  exertions,  and  the  ex- 
pence  neceffary  to  enfure  it.    So,  having  made  this  calculation, 
and  learning  that  the  fenfe  of  the  people  was  againft  a  war. 
His  NJajefty*s  Minifters,  without  thinking  lefs  than  they  all 
along  had  thought  of  Oczakow,  had  changed  their  conduft  re- 
fpcfting  it.     The  fyftem  to  be  purfued  for  this  country  at  pre- 
fcnt,  undoubtedly  was  a  fyftem  of  peace,  a  fyftem  proved  to  be 

Uie  beft,  and  acknowledged  to  be  fo  by  other  Powers  j  to  that 
Vol.  XXXIII.  Ss 
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fyftem  His  Majefty's  Minifters  were  determined  uniformly  to 
adhere,  and  its  continuance  depended  greatly  on  the  general 
tranquillity  of  Europe.  With  regard  to  the  papers  withheld, 
they  contained  matter  improper  for  general  communication. — 
He  admitted  the  right  of  Parliament  to  call  for  papers  ;  nay  he 
"Would  not  deny  that  there  might  cxift  an  extreme  cafe,  when 
an  occafion  might  prefent  itfclf  fufBciently  ftrong  to  warrant 
Parliament's  calling  for  all  papers  of  every  defcription,  with- 
out regard  to  the  inconvenience  of  publifliing  State  fecrcts,  but 
he  could  not  confider  the  prefent  as  one  of  thofe  cafes  or  occa^ 
fions.  Hints  had  been  fuggefted,  that  Minifters,  to  fave  theil" 
own  honour,  had  tarniflied  the  honour  of  their  country  ;  the 
honour  of  Minifters,  and  the  interefts  of  the  country  might 
fometimes  be  in  oppofition  to  each  other ;  if  ever  fuch  a  cafe 
fliould  occur,  in  his  opinion,  thofe  Minifters,  who  did  not, 
at  the  ri(k  and  hazard  of  all  that  was  perfonally  intcrefting  to 
themfelves,  aft  for  the  honour  and  interefts  of  their  country, 
in  his  mind  they  deferved  not  only  the  fevereft  cenfure,  but  the 
moft  exemplary  punifliment.  He  could  not  readily  conceive 
that  the  honour  of  any  Minifter  could  be  feparate  from  the  ho- 
nour of  his  country.  Sure  he  was,  that  the  latter  ought  to  be 
the  fole  objeft  of  every  Minifter,  and  (hould  ever  be  his.  Af- 
ter having  very  amply  urged  the  circumftanccs  which  he  confi- 
dered  as  a  full  juftification  of  His  Majefty*s  fervants,  his  Lord- 
(hip  apologized  to  the  Houfe  for  having  fo  long  intruded  on 
their  time,  and  faid,  that  as  long  as  he  (hould  have  the  honour 
of  continuing  in  office,  he  fliould  hold  himfelf  refponfible  to 
that  Houfe,  and  to  his  country,  for  every  meafure  of  Govern- 
ment, and  fliould  be  ever  ready  to  ftand  up  and  avow  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  fuch  meafuircs  fliould  be  taken.  He  juftified 
His  Majefty'smeflage  of  laft  feffion,  on  the  ground  of  parlia- 
mentary precedent,  and  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  they  had  laft 
year  honoured  His  Majefty's  Minifters  with  an  exprcfs  vote  of 
approbation  for  their  conduft  with  regard  to  the  Spanilh  arma- 
ment, which  had  not,  he  faid,  been  occafioned  by  the  cafual 
meetings  of  two  fliips,  but  in  confequence  of  the  infult  this  na- 
tion had  fuftained  by  the  avowal  of  the  injury  done  by  the  Court 
of  Spain,  which  declared  it  had  authorifed  what  had  happened^ 
and  at  the  fame  time  ftated  claims  unheard  of  before,  and  which 
were  inconflftent  with  the  honour  and  intereft  of  Great  Britain. 
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With  regard  to  the  motion  on  the  table,  as  the  Houfe  had 
lately  given  its  opinion  on  the  fubjed,  and  as  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  thing  having  happened  within  the  pad  fix  days  to  induce 
them  to  change  it,  he  trufted  that  the  majority  of  their  Lordfhips 
would  concur  with  him  in  giving  it  their  negative. 

Lord  DARNLEY  faid,  he  had  troubled  their  Lordfhips  fo 
much  at  length  a  few  days  fince  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  Ruffian 
armament,  that  he  would  only  intrude  upon  their  Lordfhips* 
time  for  a  moment  or  two.  He  then  faid,  that  he  concurred 
in  the  motion  made  by  his  noble  friend,  becaufe  Miniflers  had 
not  obtained  their  obje£l  by  the  armament.  They  had  declared 
they  had  called  upon  the  country  to  arm,  in  order  to  p/event 
Ruflia  from  aggrandizing  herfelf  at  the  expence  of  the  Porte» 
their  armament  had  not  prevented  Ruffia  from  doing  all  that  fhe 
cither  intended  or  defired,  and  therefore  they  merited  cenfure 
for  having  put  the  country  to  a  needlefs  expence. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  faid,  that  the  topic  feemed  to 
him  to  be  of  very  confiderable  importance.  It  was  fo  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  for  it  involved  a  confideration  of  the 
moA  material  interefls.  It  was  fo  to  the  Minifters,  for  it  took 
into  view  a  material  part  of  their  condud.  The  noble  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  faid  he  could  do  but  little  more  than  recapi-^ 
tulate  what  he  had  faid  on  a  former  occafion,  for  this  there 
feemed  to  him  to  be  no  ncccffity  ;  for  the  queftion  lately  diC- 
cuflfed  in  that  Houfe,  and  the  one  now  before  their  Lordfhips^ 
were  fo  different,  that  they  could  be  confidered  even  without  a 
reference  to  each  other  ;  the  prefent  fubjedl  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  former  debate.  It  was  true,  that  they  both  arofe  out 
of  our  late  armament  againfl  RufTia,  and  fo  far  they  might  be 
faid  to  be  connefted,  but  there  ended  their  connexion.  For^ 
on  the  former  occafion,  the  whole  turned  on  a  queflion  of  fa£t, 
and  a  general  conclufion  on  that  fa£l,  whether  Parliament 
fhould  agree  to  fupport  an  armament  againfl  Ruffia ;  on  which 
topic  there  was  much  difcuffion,  apd  the  political  interefls  of 
this  country  and  of  Ruffia  were  involved  in  it,  and  yet  the 
whole  of  it  might  have  been  followed  up  to  the  prefent  moment 
without  there  being  any  idea  of  the  prefent  motion.  It  gave  him 
pfeafure,  however,  to  l^arn  from  the  noble  Secretary  of  State,  in 

his  allttfioii  to  the  debate  of  lafl  year,  that  the  difpofition  ftill  is  ' 
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of  this  country,  to  be  pacific.  This  was  a  point  that  was  men- 
tioned with  very  becoming  force,  and  gave  him  confiderablc 
pleafure  to  hear.  Thus  ftood  the  point  generally.  On  the 
occafion  of  that  debate  there  were  fome  reafons  given  ;  it  was 
true,  he  thought  them  very  infufficient,  but  there  were  fome 
jrcafons  given  why  a  pacific  fyftem  fhould  not  be  purfued,  and 
therefore  a  confiderable  armament  took  place  for  obtaining  cer- 
tain purpofes  ;  and  here  he  muft  obferve,  that  when  any  mea- 
furc  of  fuch  hoftile  preparation  was  adopted,  he  held  it  to  be 
eflential  to  the  honour,  wealth,  and  ultimately  to  the  profpe- 
rity  and  happinefs  of  this  country,  that  we  fhould  evince  a 
charade r,  that  our  refolutions,  juftice,  force,  and  firmnefs 
were  feldom  or  never  fevered  from  each  other :  nothing  would 
contribute  to  the  refpeftability,  and  even  to  the  oeconomy  of  * 
country  more,  than  the  charafter  of  firmnefs  in  this  refpeft. — ■ 
Parliament,  confiding  in  the  officers  of  the  executive  Power, 
agreed  to  this  meafure,  and,  in  his  opinion,  much  too  haftily, 
for  we  fliould  not  be  too  ready  to  diftate  to  others  by  armed 
force  under  the  title  of  negociatioh  ;  attempts  to  difturb  the 
tranquillity  of  Europe  were  not  honourable  to  u§.  Whether 
the  condu£i  of  Miniiters  was  quite  fo  able  in  the  origin  of  the 
bufinefs  as  their  beil  friends  could  wilh,  was  not  a  queftion  now 
to  be  difcufled.  Suppofing  it  to  be  fo,  the  motion  of  his  noble 
friend  was  not  on  that  account  the  lefs  necefiary.  For  the  quef- 
tion was  not  now,  whether  they  ever  deferved  confidence  from 
Parliament ;  but  whether,  after  having  that  confidence,  they 
had  not  abufed  it  I  Upon  this  fubjed,  Minifters  feemed  to 
him  to  have  no  apology  to  offer ;  for  the  armament,  when 
agreed  on,  was  granted  with  a  view  not  to  proceed  toaftual 
hoflilities.  The  opinion  of  the  Public  was  decidedly  againft 
it.  He  believed,  that  the  opinion  even  of  Parliament  was 
againft  it.  He  was  convinced,  that  the  difcuffion  in  that  Houfe, 
and  in  another,  place,  opened  the  fubjeft  to  the  public  vievr 
'  very  much,  and  that  it  was  very  odious  to  the  Public.  He 
was  convinced,  that  the  vote  given  in  favour  of  this  armament, 
was  a  vote  purely  of  confidence ;  not  confidence  that  the  force 
•was  wanted,  but  that  it-would  not  be  ufed.  What  arguments 
could  be  urged  in  favour  of  fuch  a  rheafure,  what  demonftra- 
tion  could  be  made  of  the  utility  of  having  a  forcfe  that  was  not 
to  be  ufed>  he  was  not  able  to  difcovcr.    But  it  was  matter  of 
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indifference  to  him,  whether  this  armament  was  ofconfequencey 
of  advantage  to  this  country,    or  of  no  advantage.     Whether 
the  territories  contended  for  by  the  Emprefs,    were  fertile  or' 
barren.     The  queftion  now  before  their  Lordfliips  had  no  in- 
ference to  thefe  points.     It  was  merely  whether  confidence  had 
been  abufed  ?     He  could  not,  however,  help/ remarking  on  the 
variety  of  points  with  which  Minifters  offered  to  defend  them- 
felves.     At  one. time  Oczakow  was  reprefcnted  as  a  place  of 
the  greateft  confcqiience,  and  the  Emprefs  muft  not  have  it, — 
It  was  of  the  greateft  confequence  to  the  Turkifh  Empire  that 
(lie  fliould  give  up  the  pofleflion  of  it  immediately.     This  was 
the  language  of  the  addrefs  to  the  King,  when  Parliament  agreed 
to  the  armament.     This  is  told  to  the  Emprefs.    She  refutes 
to  give  it  up.     The  Miniflers  confent  that  (he  (hall  retain  it  5 
but  not  content  with  that,  afterwards  they  turn  round  and  tell 
the  Turks,  that  Oczakow  is  of  no  importance  ;  an.d  not  only 
that  they  ought  to  give  it  up  to  the  Emprefs,  but  that  they  cnuft 
give  it  up  ;  land  that  if  they  will  not,  they  fliall  be  abondoned 
to  all  the  calamities  of  a  protradled  war,  be  their  fate  what  it 
may.     Both  thefe  could  not  be  right.     Either  lylinifters  were 
firft  wrong  in  interfering,  and  promifing  to  procure  the  cefliozi 
of  Oczakow,  or,  having  made  that  promife,  wrong  in  giving 
up  the  conteft  about  the  celfion  of  it.     But  for  the  fake  of  the 
argument,  he  would  admit  the  prudence  of  our  interference  on 
this  occafion.     He  would  admit,  that  the  w^hole  of  this  m^- 
fure  originated  in  a  policy  of  keeping  up  the  balance  of  power 
of  Europe.     But  then  they  had  obtained  nothing — they  thought 
at  firft  that  Oczakow  was  valuable ;   and  yet,  that  the  ^mprefs 
might  be  prevailed  on  to  give  it  up.     Be  it  fo.     But  then  what 
was  to  become  of  the  Court  of  Conftantinople  ?  '  Why  was^its 
interefi  abanonded  ?     Why  did  we  promife  to  procure  for  it 
terms,  and  afterwards  abandon  them  ?  Why,  in  (hort,   did  we 
interfere  i 

As  to  the  confidence  which  had  fo  often  been  faid  was  necef- 
fary,  he  was  not  defirous  of  difputing  a  point  fo  clear  in  itfelf ; 
there  was  a  certain  (hare  of  it  always  to  be  given  to  the  officers 
of  the  executive  Power ;  but  he  alfo  muft  obferve  that  they 
(hould  never  proceed  on  meafures  that  were  avowedly  againft 
the  general  fenfe  of  the  people  without  being  fure  of  obtaining 
for  them  forae  fubftantial  advantage,  and  this  was  not  the  cafe : 
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indeed  no  advantage  would  be  obtained  to  this  country  by  com- 
mencing  hoftilitiesagainft  any  power  at  prefent.  Peace  (hould 
at  all  events  be  our  wifli,  and  a  continuance  of  it  our  objecft. — ► 
Nor  was  there  any  thing  at  the  prefent  moment  in  any  of  the 
powers,  nor  was  there  any  where  in  Europe  a  profpeft  that 
fhouldlead  us  toawifh  for  difpute,  or  that  could  reafonably  in- 
duce us  to  apprehend  any  danger.  We  fliould  cultivate  the 
arts  of  peace — it  was  to  the  advantage  of  England  to  do  fo— 
by  peace  (he  might  hope  to  flourilh  ;  and  when  Minifters  ne- 
gledled  thefe  points,  and  called  for  confidence,  they  (hould  be 
told  that  they  forget  they  are  the  fervants  of  the  people. 

The  extent  to  which  this  call  for  confidence  has  been  carried, 
was  not  more  extraordinary  than  the  manner  in  which  the  an- 
fwers  of  the  Minifter  were  given — '*  I  have  given  you  my  ao- 
**  count,"  fays  the  Minifter,  wh^n  he  laid  the  papers  on  the 
table. — **  We  are  not  fatisfied  with  your  account,"  fays  the 
Parliament. — "  You  do  not  mean  to  blame  me?"  **  If  you  do, 
**  I  muft  tell  you,  that  you  are  forming  an  opinion  without 
*'  proper  information — I  have  other  papers  not  before  you, 
**  on  which  I  formed  part  of  my  conduct,  and  without  know- 
•*  ing  them,  you  are  not  competent  to  judge  upon  the  matter/' 
Why  do  you  not  produce  them?" — "  Oh!  no,  I  cannot 
do  that,  you  muft  either  approve  or  condemn  on  what  you 
have  before  you." — **  Do  you  reft  upon  thofe  already  be- 
"  fore  us?" — **  Yes,  for  your  vote ;  but  I  tell  you,  that  you 
may  form  an  opinion  on  which  to  give  that  vote,  that  I  have 
other  papers  behind  which  would  decide  the  whole  at  once  ; 
"  but  you  muft  not  fte  them."  Was  this  at  laft  the  condition 
of  thofe  who  wifticd  the  Hoiife  to  vote  for  them  upon  confi- 
dence ?  After  having  aftcd  upon  confidence  fo  long,  they 
would  not  produce  the  very  thing  which  was  the  only  pretended 
apology  for  afking  it. ,  Thus  they  fet  praife  by  anticipation 
^gainft  a  conclufion  of  blame.  Nor  was  the  efFefl  of  thi?  ar- 
mament trifling !  although  the  armament  was  nothing ;  for  it 
fliould  be  remembered,  that  the  commercial  concerns  of  this 
country  were  a  great  while  afFefled.  The  moft  ufeful  men  we 
had  were  fubjeft  to  long  apprehenfion,  and  fome  of  them  fuf- 
taining  the  hardfliips  of  the  imprefs  fervicc,  and  others  who 
were  proprietors  of  different  articles  of  merchandife,  rendered 
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uncertain  as  to  the  fafety  of  their  trade.     Thefe  were  ferious 
points  of  inconvenience. 

He  then  ridiculed  the  pretended  plan  of  the  neceflity  of  an 
interference,  and  gently  hinted  at  the  general  obfervation  made 
by  the  noble  Secretary  of  State,  who  had  on  a  former  debaco 
prefled  into  his  fervice  fome  thoughts  on  our  affairs  in  India. 
He  could  not  help  obferving  to  a  friend  of  his  on  that  nighjt» 
that  the  debate  feemed  to  him  to  belong  rather  more  to  the  con^ 
du6l  of  Tippoo  Saib  than  the  Emprefs  of  Rudia^  Our  inter* 
ference  in  this  cafe  he  treated  with  pointed  feverity ;  he  faw  no 
reafon  for  our  becoming  all  at  once  fo  deeply  interefted  in  the 
navigation  and  commerce  of  the  Black  Sea.  JHc  maintained 
that  the  whole  of  our  condu<5l  in  that  refpeft  was  ridiculous.— 
But  the  mifchief  did  not  end  there,  we  hazarded  much  in  the 
commerce  with  Ruilia ;  great  part,  if  not  the  whole,  of  which 
we  might  have  loft  by  this  armament.  Here  his  Lordlhip  enu- 
merated the  advantages  of  our  Rudian  trade.  He  then  came 
to  the  period  of  the  reflgnation  of  the  Duke  of  Leeds,  of  whom 
he  fpoke  in  the  moft  handfome  manner.  He  then  took  a  ge« 
neral  view  of  the  nature  of  our  negociation  with  Ruflia,  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  carried  on,  the  raihnefs  with 
which  the  Britifli  name  was  committed  to  obtain  what  we  had 
afterwards  been  compelled  to  relinquifh  ;  the  abfurdity  of  keep- 
ing up  an  armanient  long  after  we  had  given  up  all  hopes  of 
obtaining,  by  our  interference,  what  we  had  fought  for,  and 
threatened  to  compel  by  force ;  the  notorious  public  manner  in 
which  it  was  faid,  even  in  every  letter,  by  almoft  every  mer- 
chant who  made  any  confignment  to  Peterfburgh,  that  the 
Court  would  recede — the  giving  up  of  all  in  difpute  by  our 
Miniftry,  on  the  very  point  on  which  the  conteft  was  faid  to 
turn  ;  but  above  all,  after  all  this,  and  for  months,  the  conti- 
nuance of  our  armament  for  no  good  caufe,  and  to  produce  in 
cStSt  nothing  but  the  ridicule  and  CQntempt  of  all  the  other 
Courts  of  Europe.  Thefe  were  the  points  on  which  it  wa*^ 
dear  the  Minifters  had  ^bufed  the  confidence  of  Parliament, 
and  thefe  that  made  him  declare  it  to  be  his  opinion,  that  the 
motion  of  his  noble  friend  was  as  fair,  as  juft,  as  reafonable, 
as  honourable,  as  conftitutional,  as  any  that  ever,  to  his  know- 
ledge, was  made  in  that  Houfe.  It  was  neceifary  that  the 
lenfe  of  the  people  of  this  country  fhould  be  fairly  reprefented. 
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It  was  ncccflary,  as  many  noble  Lards  in  that  Ho?ife  had  faid 
the  policy  of  Great  Britain  fliould  be  pacific ;  it  was  neceffary 
that  the  conduft  of  this  country  fliould  conform  to  its  language. 
It  was  neceflary  that  all  Europe  fliould  uuderftand  that  there 
•was  no  falfe  light  caft  upon  our  words  ;  that  when  we  faid  we 
were  well  difpofed  for  tranquillity,  we  were  fmcere  ;  and  above 
ally  that  we  did  not  hold  out  a  falfe  glare  for  mere  fliew,  when 
there  was  not  a  fmgle  point  remairing  to  he  gained. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  the  queflion  was, 
whether,  under  the  aSual  ftate  of  the  whole  cafe,  Miniilcrs 
badadled  wifely,  or  unwifely,  in  continuing  the  armament  to 
the  time  they  had  continued  it-— v;hether  th^  fliould  have 
dropped  it  fooner,  and  carry  on  a  treaty  without  it,  or  that 
they  did  right  in  negociating,  while  they  were  thus  armed  ?  He 
dirt  not  fee  that  moft  of  the  points  that  had  been  urged  on  this 
occalion,  did  belong  to  it ;  they  were  properly  the  fubjeds  of 
the  laft  debate ;  nor  did  he  fee  for  what  proper  reafon  they  had 
been  introduced  into  this ;  whether  the  conditions,  on  which 
Ac  whole  was  terminated,  were  the  moft  wife  that  could  by 
any  means  be  obtained,  was  not  the  queflion  now  before  their 
Lordflups.  But  the  point  now  at  ifluc  was,  "  whether  they 
**  could  have  obtained  the  terms  which  are  agreed  on  without 
"  this  armament?"  He  thought  thefe  terms  could  not  have 
been  obtained,  fuch  as  they  are,  good  or  bad  was  anotherquef- 
tioD,  if  this  armament  had  been  difcohtinued ;  and  he  thought 
that  time  would  be  mifpent  by  urging  topics  on  it,  \^hich  he 
had  witneflTed  in  the  courfe  of  this  debate-  Many  of  them  had 
been  fully  difcufled  before. 

He  could  not  bring  himfelf  to  think  that  the  whole  of  our 
interference  was  improper,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  with  re- 
gard to  RulTia.  That  we  fliould  not  trouble  ourfelves  on  any 
account  with  the  affairs  of  the  other  powers  of  Europe,  was 
not  what  he  could  bring  his  mind  to  aflent  to ;  nor  was  the  doc- . 
tjrine^  in  his  opinion,  fuch  as  ought  to  be  countenanced  in 
Parliament.  Was  it  decent  in  that  great  Council  of  the  Bri-. 
trlh  nation  to  fay,  "  We  have  no  intereft  whatever  in  th^  af- 
'*  fairs  of  Ruflia.  She  may  purfue  what  fteps  flie  pleafes  for 
"  the  aggrandifement  of  herfelf,  and  make  what  encroach- 
ments flie  pleafes  on  other  powers.  We  fliall  not  interfere, 
although  Ihe  may  endeavour  to  deftroy,    as  far  as  Ihe  can, 
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*'  th^  balance  of  the  power  of  Europe?'*  He  (hould  think 
every  thing  was  wife,  that  went  to  the  convcrfe  of  that  prin- 
ciple ;  and  that  it  was  dangerous  to  fufFer  any  thing  to  go  forth, 
that  would  convey  to  any  power  in  Europe  an  idea,  that  fuch 
were  the  Councils  of  the  Court  of  Great  Britain.  Such  an 
'  idea  ought  to  be  refuted,  that  the  different  powers  of.  Europe 
may  underiland  that  we  cannot  with  indifference  view  two 
countries  ftruggling,  nor  remain  idle  fpedlators,  when  one  of 
them  threatens  the  other  with  deftruftion. 

As  to  the  policy  of  France  op  many  paft  occaflons,  on  which 
hints  had  been  lately  made,  and  particularly  on  the  conduct  of 
that  Court  towards  the  Porte,  he  believed  he  might  fay  with- 
out fear  of  contradiSion,  that  there  never  was  a  fyilem  of  more 
confpicuous  duplicity  and  folly  than  that  adopted  by  the  Court 
of  Verfailles  towards  the  Porte.  France*  had  in  tbefe  points 
abandoned  the  moft  faithful  convention  ftie  ever  had.  There 
never  was  fo  complete  a  fpecimen  of  pitiful  Court  intrigue  as 
France  had  difcovercd  in  its  condudi:  to  the  Court  of  Turkey, 
nor  any  thing  that  could  be  deemed  more  unwife. 

He  then  took  notice  of  the  general  obfervations  nlade^on  the 
conduft,  the  difpofition,  and  the  views  of  the  Emprefs,  and 
was  far  from  feeming  to  join  in  the  praifes  beflowed  on  her  cha* 
raftcr  for  moderation,  and  other  political  virtues.  He  mainr- 
tained  that  the  views  of  the  Emprefs  were  much  too  high  and 
ambitious,  and  that  (he  would,  if  fuffered,  encroach  on  the 
other  powers  of  Europe  fpr  her  own  aggrandifement,  in  which 
cafe'  it  was  neceifary  to  interfere.  This  being  neceffary,  a 
queftion  remained,  "  Whether  we  (hould  have  had  the  terms 
"  we  have,  if  our  armament  had  been  difcontinued?"  Upon 
this  a  great  deal  of  information  was  before  the  Houfe  from  the 
papers,  of  the  regular  and  crofs  negociation — and  he  confefTed, 
that  on  viewing  the  whole,  he  had  much  doubt  whether  w^ 
fliould  have  had  the  terms  we  have,  had  it  not  been  for  our  ar- 
mament. Had  we  difcontinucd  this  armament,  who  would 
Undertake  to  fay  how  far  the  Emprefs  would  go  in  her  dernands  ? 
What  bounds  would  any  man  undertake  to  fet  to  her  ambition, 
if  there  was  nothing  to  oppofe  her  ?  He  believed,  that  moft  of 
thefe  p<Hnts  were  determined  by  the  point  of  neceffity.  He  had 
never  heard  or  read  in  hiftory  of  any  queftion  decided  by  any 
two  countries,  where  the  whole  of  it  was  not  governed  by  the 
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jpoint  of  ncceffity.  Would  it,  therefore,  have  been  advifeable 
firft  to  difarm  and  then  to  propofe  the  terms  ?  The  cafe  fecmed 
to  him'  fo  clear,  and  the  queftion  fo  fliort,  that  the  grcatcft  vo- 
lubility of  eloquence  could  not  extend  them,  and  to  debate  the 
point  muft  occafion  fomc  impatience.  Tht  negociation,  but 
for  the  armament,  would  and  muft  have  been  carried  on  in  a 
very  different  manner,  and  they  would  have  been  obliged  to  pur- 
fue  very  different  meafurcs,  had  they  not  taken  the  ftcps  they  did 
on  this  occafion. 

Lord  STORMONT  faid,  the  topics  feleded  as  the  grounds 
pf  defence  for  the  conduft  of  Minifters,  were  rather  calculated 
to  fupport  the  line  purfued  by  the  noble  Duke,  who  approved 
the  principle  of  the  armament,  and  refigned  his  official  fitua- 
lion  when  the  principle  was  abandoned,  than  that  of  his  former 
colleagues.  The  change  of  opinion  on  which  they  a£ted  muft 
have  taken  place  before  the  refignation  of  the  noble  Duke,  and 
a  reference  to  dates  would  (hew,  that  the  fafik  of  an  armament 
'being  undertaken,  could  not  then  be  known  by  many  parts  of 
the  country,  and  confequently  that  Minifters  had  not  changed 
their  opinion,  and  abandoned  their  fyftem,  in  deference  to  pub- 
lic opinion.  The  change,  it  was  clear,  muft  have  taken  place 
before  the  public  opinion  could.be  formed,  or  at  leaft  before  it 
could  be  known.  It  was  equally  unfounded  that  the  public 
opinion,  when  formed  and  expreffed,  was  adverfe  only  to  the 
employment  of  the  armament.  It  was  adverfe  to  the  equip- 
ment of  an  armament,  becaiife  no  adequate  caufe  for  it  ^ould 
be  (hewn.  It  was  one  of  the  charges  againft  ambition,  that  it 
regarded  not  by  what  effufion  of  human  blood  any  favourite  ob- 
jeft  was  obtained  The  charge  on  the  prefent  occafion  was 
applicable  to  Minifters,  for  their  interference  had  prolonged, 
if  not  aggravated  the  effufion  of  human  blood.  The  Turks, 
in  whofe  behalf  we  had  interfered,  were  charged  by  Rullia  with 
being  the  aggreflTors  in  the  war.  The  charge  had  never  been 
abandoned,  and  as  far  as  appeared  by  the  papers  prefented  for 
the  information  of  their  Lordftiips,  was  proved,  and  at  laft  ad- 

.  mitted.  The  Turks,  it  was  faid,  were  to  be  pitied.  He  pi- 
lied  them  moft  fincercly — pitied  them  as  deluded  by  hopes  of 
aid  that  could  not  be  realized,  by  promifes  of  mediation  which 
ferved  only  to  increafe  their  lofTes,    and  add  to  the  humility  of 

^^ek  fubmiiTioa.    A  ooble  and  learned  Lord  had  alluded  to  thm 
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mockery  of  firicndfliip  with  which  the  Turks  had  been  treated 
by  France,  and  the  policy  of  any  other  power,  endeavouring 
to  merit  by  fubftantial  fervices  the  commercial  advantages  which. 
France  had  obtained  by  unfubftantial  profeflions.  They  had 
found,  it  was  to  be  feared,  on  the  late  occaGon  thkt  they  had 
only  exchanged  the  mockery  ofFrenchfriendftiip  for  the  grave, 
but  equally  unfubftantial,  profeflions  of  the  Britifh  Cabinet. 
What  their  fentiments  on  the  fubjeft  might  be,  he  profeffed 
not  to  know  ;  but  it  was  not  poflible  for  him  to  imagine  on  any 
view  of  our  conduft  that  it  had  been  fuch  as  to  fuperfede  France 
in  their  good  opinion.  They  would  probably  fay,  "  TroSy 
**  rutulufve  mihi  nuUo  dif ermine  agetur'^-^xn  whatever  Chrit 
tian  Power,  we  confide,  the  event  is  the  fame.  Rufiia  had  not 
rifen  in  her  demands,  either  on  the  profpe£l  of  our  being  em"- 
broiled  with  Spain,  or  on  the  more  certain  ground  of  her  own 
fuccefles,  and  (he  had  not  yielded  a  Hngle- point  to  the  terror  of 
our  ^armament.  It  was  therefore  unneceflary  in  the  fiHl  in* 
ftance,  and  ufelefs  in  the  fecond.  If  the  terms  (he  obtained 
were  fuch  as  (he  ought  to  have  obtained,  and  that  they  were  fo 
was  not  now  attempted  to  be  denied,  why  not  propofe  them 
without  an  armament,  fmce  all  that  they  differed  from  her  own 
could  not  have  occafioned  half  an  hour's  negociation.  The 
navigation  of  the  Dniefter,  like  the  hero  of  a  late  tragedy,  it 
had  been  faid,  did  not  appear  till  the  latter  part  of  the  lait  z&. 
It  might  be  added,  that  like  the  fame  hero  its  part  had  been  cut 
out  by  a  judicious  alteration.  The  free  navigation  of  the  Dnief- 
ter, the  fole  fruit  of  our  armament,  depended  on  the  Porte  en- 
gaging to  proteA  it  as  well  as  Ruffia,  and  there  was  rea,fon  to 
believe  that  the  Porte  would  not  confent  to  that  ftipulation,  fo 
that  Ruilia  would  be  abfolved  from  her  engagement,  and  not  a 
trace  of  our  negociation  remain  but  the  folly  and  the  expence. 
On  thefe  grounds  he  (hould  vote  for  the  motion,  as  a  /air  logi- 
cal dedudlion  from  the  premifes. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  faid,  that  although  the  opinions 
delivered  by  their  Lordfliips  were  now  made  more  public  than 
they  formerly  were,  he  (hould  not  be  deterred  from  delivering 
his  fentiments.  The  queflion,  as  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  well  ob(erved,  was  reduced  to  the  fmgle  point  of  the  po- 
licy or  impolicy  of  difmifling  the  armament,  before  the  nego- 

.ciation  which  otca&oned  it.  wasclofed.    Itwasclear,  that  the 
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terms  propofed  by  Ruflia,  in  the  firft  inftance,  were  higher 
than  thofe  of  which  (he  accepted,  and  that  (he  did  not  begin 
to  recede  till  the  negociation  at  Reichenbach  was  fo  far  ad- 
vancedy  as  to  (hew  that  (he  muft  foon  be  deprived  of  her  ally. 
If,  therefore,  we  had  dlfmiflTed  our  armament  before  the  nego- 
ciation at  Peter(burgh  was  clofed,  it  was  to  be  apprehended, 
that  elated  with  fuccefs,'  (he  might  have  returned  to  the  terms 
from  which  (he  had  receded.  It  was,  befides,  to  be  confider- 
cd,  that  we  had  armed  in  concert  with  our  allies ;  and  furely 
it  would  not  be  contended  that  we  could  difarm  but  in  concert, 
or  leave  Pruflia  to  be  attacked  on  the  confidence  that  our  aid 
was  e(Feftually  withdrawn.  He  admitted  that  public  opinion 
was  againft  a  war  with  Ruflia  ;  that  the  people  of  this  country 
not  underilanding  the  value  of  Oczakow  and  its  di(lri6l,  were 
averfe  to  a  war,  of  which  that  was  the  oftenfible  objeft  ;  but 
it  would  hardly  be  contended,  that  becaufe  Minifters  refolved 
not  to  hazard  a  war  againd  the  fenfc  of  the  country,  they  were 
therefore  to  abandon  every  part  of  the  fyftem  which  they  had 
adopted  do  good  and  fufficient  grounds,  and  which  they  ftill 
thought  of  importance  to  the  political  and  commercial  interefls 
of  the  nation. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  faid,  the  terms  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  alluded,  as  receded  from  by  Ruflia,  were  given  up  long 
before  the  accompli(hment  of  the  convention  at  Reichenbach, 
and  were  in  faft  never  heard  of  after  December  1790.  With 
them  therefore  our  armament  had  nothing  to  do.  A  noble 
Lord  had  faid  it  was  equipped  to  fupport  Mr.  Fawkcner  and 
Mr.  Whitworth  againft  a  crofs  negociation  at  Peter(burgh. — 
What  did  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  a  crofs  negociation  ?  Their 
Lord(hips  knew  of  none.  If  the  noble  Lord  knew  of  any, 
why  did  he  not  defcribe  it  ?  Was  the  infinuation  thrown  out 
to  give  weight  to  a  calumny  too  black  to  be  avowed,  and  too 
abfurd  to  gain  credit  without  fuch  aid.  In  all  that  had  been 
faid,  nothing  had  appeared  to  contradid:  the  fubftance  of  the 
motion,  viz.  that  the  armament  was  continued  after  the  prin- 
ciple was  abandoned,  and  that  what  was  communicated  to 
cvcly  Court  of  Europe  was  concealed  from  the  Briti(h  Parlia- 
ment. That  we  had  not  continued  the  armament  on  any  dif- 
truft  of  the  profe(fionsof  Ru(fia,  was  evident  from  this,  that 
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we  had  difarmed  at  lad  with  nothing  to  truft  to  but  the  bare 
word  of  Ruffia. 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid,  he  would  not  at  that  late  hour  de- 
tain  the  Houfe  long,  but  it  was  neceiTary  that  he  (hould  ftate 
the  reafons  for  his  vote  that  night.  He  had  been  one  of  thofe, 
his  Lordihip  faid,  who  had  oppofed  the  war  with  Ruflia  lail 
feffioni  becaufe^  with  the  majority  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, he  thought  the  war  not  founded  in  juftice,  not  founded  in 
policy,  and  not  founded  in  neceflity ;  but  becaufe  he  l^ad  op- 
pofed the  war  on  thofe  principles,  it  did  not  follow  that  he 
(hould  vote  for  the  motion  then  before  their  Lordfhips.  Moit 
certainly  he  fhould  not,  becaufe  he  was  glad  to  find  that  Mi- 
nifters  had  changed  their  minds,  and  yielded  up  their  own  in- 
dividual opinions- in  compliment  to  the  opinions  of  the  people 
of  England.  He  thought,  fo  far  from  deferving  ccnfure  for 
this,  all  who  had  oppofed  the  war,  becaufe  they  coniidered  it 
to  be  unwife,  unjull,  impolitic,  and  unnecefFary,  were  bound 
to  thank  His  Maj city's  Minifters  for  not  having  gone  to  war» 
and  for  having  fufFered  themfelves  to  be  influenced  and  govern- 
cd  by  the  opinions  of  the  people.  Inftead  of  blame,  Minifters 
deferved  the  highed  approbation  for  attending  to  the  opinions 
of  the  people.  He  faid,  he  hoped  he  (hould  hear  no  more  fuch 
doctrines  as  that  the  opinions  of  the  people  could  only  be  col- 
leSed  in  Parliament.  He  well  knew  that  the  opinions  of  the  ' 
people  might  be  taken  out  of  doors  individually,  they  might 
be  taken  out  of  doors  colle&ively.  His  Lordfliip  declared  he 
was  not  oiie  of  thofe  who  held  the  mad  and  deteftable  dodtrines 
of  fome  wild  enthufiafts,  who  were  for  pulling  down  the  con- 
ftitution  of  the  country^and  building  it  up  anew.  It  had  lafted 
for  ages,  and  he  hoped  \t  would  continue  to  laft  for  ages.  It 
was  not,  perhaps,  '  fo  entirely  perfect  as  the  mind  of  man 
could  make  it ;  but  it  was  all  that  reafonable  beings  could  ex- 
pedl  or  defire,  and  he  trufted  that  it  would  be  held  facred.  Let 
them  have  what  petty  differences  they  might  among  themfelves; 
let  there  be  differences  between  the  Mafter  General  of  the 
Ordnance  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  between  the 
two  Secretaries  of  State,  between  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  noble  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  he  hoped  that  there 
was  not  a  man  in  the  country  who  would  not  unite  boldly  and 
manfully  to  fupport  the  conftitution.    It  was  clearly  the  obje£l 
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of  univerfal  envy.  Thofe  who  had  felt  it  neceflary  to  frame 
new  conftitutions  for  their  country,  had  ftudioufly  imitated  the 
Britifli  conftitution.  All  that  was  excellent  in  their  conilitu- 
lion,  all  that  tended  to  give  freedom,  happinefs,  and  fecurity 
to  the  fubjeSs  in  France,  had  been  imitated  from  our  eonfti- 
lution.  They  had  copied  their  declaration  of  rights  from  our 
bill  of  rights,  they  had  copied  our  Habeas  Corpus  aft,  they 
liad  copied  our  trial  by  jury,  and  they  had  copied  our  freedom 
of  the  prefs.  If  (hort,  all  that  was  excellent  in  their  conftitu- 
tion, was  imitated  from  ours.  France,  he  faid,  he  had  the 
happinefs  to  know,  had  for  a  long  time  paft  felt  a  growing  at- 
tachment to  this  country ;  and  the  name  of  an  EngliQiman  was 
become  popular  throughout  that  kingdom.  It  was  the  un- 
doubted policy  of  this  country  to  cultivate  the  friendfliip  of 
France.  United  with  her,  we  could  preferve  the  balance  of 
Europe,  and  awe  the  neighbouring  ftates  from  projefts  of  ag- 
grandizement and  ambition.  Great  Britain  and  France  had, 
he  faid,  too  long  confidered  themfelves  as  natural  enemies,  and 
preyed  upon  each  other;  true  policy  pointed  to  a  very  differenit 
lyftem,  a  fyftem  that  he  hoped  would  be  fteadily  adhered  to. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  relation^ 
{Lord  Grenville)  and  he  hoped  he  had  underft^ood  him  cor- 
xeflly,  when  he  underftood  him  to  fay  that  His  Majefty*s  Mi- 
nifters  were  determined  to  make  pacific  meafures  their  uni- 
form objeS.  It  was  on  a  continuance  of  the  advantages  of 
peace,  and  that  only,  that  the  increafcd  and  increafmg 
profperity  of  this  country  depended.  It  was  our  intereftto 
preferve  external  peace,  and  to  avoid  internal  commotioifi ;  and 
he  hoped  His  Majefty's  Minifters  would  at  all  times  vigilantly 
watch  a  neighbouring  kingdom,  and  prevent  any  European 
Power  from  obtaining  an  undue  influence  over  her.  France 
had  national  property  to  the  amount  of  one  hundred  and  feven- 
ty-five  millions,  not  millions  of  French  livres  but  millions 
fterling.  We  had  no  fuch  thing.  France,  notwithftanding 
her  infinite  refources,  was  greatly  diftrcffed.  What  then  (hould 
we  feel,  if  without  fuch  refources,  we  engaged  unneceflarily 
in  war?  The  fyftem  of  peace  was  the  fyftem  of  policy  moft 
prefer  for  us,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  feduloufly  cultivated. 
His  LordQiip  concluded  with  declaring  that  he  fpoke  his  fenti- 
m^nts  as  ^n  independent  man,  under  the  banner  of  no  pajty> 
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and  that  he  thought  Minifters  rather  merited  praife  and  thanks 
for  their  conduS,  than  reproach  and  cenfure. 

The  queftion  was  put  on  Lord  Porchcftcr's  motion,  and  th<: 
Houfe  divided. 

Content  —  19 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 


Not  Content 
Troxies 


fVednefday^  2grh  February, 

The  Land  Tax  bill,  and  the  Marine  Mutiny  bill,  were  read 
a  fecond  time,  and  ordered  to  be  committed. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurjdayy  \Jl  March* 

The  bill  yefterday  brought  up  for  taking  off  certain  taxes» 
was  read  a  fecond  time,  and  ordered  to  be  committed  for  next 
day. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^  od  March. 

Read  a  third  time  the  Land  Tax  and  Malt  bills,  and  the 
Marine  Mutiny  bill. 

The  bills  to  repeal  taxes  as  opened  In  the  budget  were  read  a 
third  time  and  pafTed. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. ' 

Monday f  ^th  March. 

The  bills  for  repealing  taxes  on  female  fervants,  windows^ 
carts  and  waggons,  &c.  paffed  the  Committee,  were  reported 
by  the  Duke  of  Athol,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  to* 
morrow,  if  then  engrofled. 

Lord  RAWDON  faid,    he  fliould  not  trouble  the  Houfo 
.with  moving  that  their  Lordfliips  be  fummoned;   but  he  be- 
lieved, that  fomc  converfation  might  take  place  on  this  fubjeft 
.  to-morrow. 

The  Houfe  adjourned.  ' 


328  PARLIAMlENTARY  A.  1791, 


Tuejdayy  6th  March. 

» 

Upon  the  motion  for  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  to  repeal  the 
tax  on  female  fervants, 

Lord  RAWDON  faid  it  could  not  be  imaigined  that  he  rofe 
to  oppofe  the  repeal  of  a  lax  that  he  had  always  thought  was 
very  improper  to  have  been  laid  on  ;  and  he  equally  reprobated 
its  origin,  operation,  and  tendency.     In  exprefling  his  fenti- 
ments  upon  this  fubje<S,    which  had  not  originated  in  that 
Houfe,  and  for  the  effects  of  which  he  could  lay  no  blame  upon 
their  Lordfhips,  he  hoped  he  would  be  indulged  to  make  fome 
general  obfervations  upon  that  and  the  other  bills  for  repealing  , 
taxes,  although  they  were  not  all  before  the  Houfe  at  prefent. 
He  did  this  the  more  readily,    becaufe,  though  the  Minifter 
who  brought  forward  thofe  bills  did  not  fit  among  their  Lord- 
fhips,   yet  he  was  reprefented  by  a  noble  Lord,    who,  as  a 
Member  of  that  Houfe,  and  particularly  converfant  in  all  mat- 
ters of  finance,  was  perfeftly  able  to  anfwer  iatisfeftorily  any 
remark  that  he  might  make.     How  it  happened  he  did  not  pre- 
tend to  fay,  but  it  appeared,  that  the  bufinefs  of  finance  and 
the  trade  of  Parliament  feemed  to  be  much  connefted  at  pre- 
fent ;    and  that  thofe  points  were  more  attended  to  than  what 
particularly  interefted  the  country.     With  regard  to  the  the  tax 
now  before  the  Houfe,  he  had  always  reckoned  it  a  bad  one ; 
he  thought  that  femaJes  having  fo  few  ways  of  getting  a  liveli- 
hood, ought  not  to  have  been  felefted  as  a  proper  objeft  for 
oppreflion.     He  feid  they  were  entitled  to  the'proteftion  of  the 
other  fex  ;    but  it  was  not  on  a  queftion,  where  their'  Lord- 
fhips' feelings  muft  be  unanimous,    that  he  called  their  atten- 
tion.    It  was  to  the  nature  and  motives  for  thofe  bills  to  repeal 
taxes,  which  Minifters  wifhed  fo  much  to  avoid  going  into. — 
There  had  been  much  boafting  and  triumph  about' the  flouri th- 
ing ftateof  the  country  under  the  prefent  adminiftration,  which 
gave  an  opportunity  of  leflening  the  burdens  of  the  people ; 
now  he  agreed  perfeflly,    that  the  flate  of  the  country  was 
what  Minifters  called  it,  profperous  and  flourifhing  ;    and  he 
would  go  farther,  he  would  fay  that  they  had  made  a  very  ju- 
dicious choice  of  the  taxes  moft  proper  to  be  taken  off,  yet  he 
would  not  allow  that  the  profperity  of  the  country  followed 
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from  the  line  of  condiift  which  Miniftcrs  had  purfued,  orthat 
the  repeal  of  thofe  taxes  was  the  beft  method  of  alleviating  the 
burdens  of  the  people.  It  muft  be  notorious  to  the  country 
that  a  great  fum  of  money  had  been  laviflied  lately,  and  he 
could  not  fee  that  repealing  a  few  of  the  worft  taxes,  fome  of 
which  the  fame  Minifters  had  laid  on,  was  any  compenfation. 
If  it  was  meant  to  alleviate  the  burdens  of  the  people,  let  it  at 
the  fame  time  be  confidered  who  had  brought  thofe  burdens 
upon  them,  and  what  comparifon  the  relief  bore  to  the  griev- 
ance. He  referred  to  a  publication  which  had  been  circulated 
with  great  induftry,  on  the  revenue  and  finances  of  this  coun- 
try, and  though  not  avowedly  fent  from  Minifters,  it  in- 
finuated  to  thofe  who  read  it,  an  idea  which  wis  the  obvious 
intention  of  it,  that  the  profperity  of  the  country  was  entirely 
occafionedby  the  exertions  of  the  prefent  adminiltration,  an 
idea  extremely  fallacious,  and  which  to  be  refuted,  required 
only  to  be  inveftigated.  He  came  next  to  ftate  the  increafe  of 
the  Excife  duties,  and  to  account  for  them  in  a  variety  of  ways 
entirely  unconneSed  with  the  condudl  of  Minifters  ;  and  the 
rife  or  flu6luation  of  the  public  funds  he  confidered  as  no  cri- 
terion by  which  to  judge  the  profperity  of  the  country ;  on  this 
part  of  his  fubjeft  he  particularly  mentioned  the  growing  in- 
creafe of  country  banks  and  their  tendency,  which  he  thought 
very  prejudicial  to  the  country ;  to  examine  minutely  into  the 
advantages  or  difadvantages  of  extending  the  ufe  of  paper  cur- 
rency would  be  a  queftion  of  deeper  fpeculation  than  he  meant 
to  enter  upon  at  prefent ;  but  he  contended  that  in  all  the  ma- 
nufa£luring  counties  this  circulation  of  paper  had  increafed> 
arid  many  manufadories  had  been  fet  on  foot  in  confequence 
of  it,  becaufe  people  would  be  much  readier  to  give  credit, 
when  they  could  do  ^t  by  iflTuing  their  note^,  than  when  real 
money  was  to  be  giyen.  Thofe  who  ^ot  the  money  into  their 
pofleflion  for  ifiuing  bills,  took  care  that  it  (hould  not  remain 
ufelefs  on  their  h^nds,  and  therefore  bought  into  the  flocks  j 
the  increafejd  deoiand  for  Buying  into  the  funds  therefore  he 
confidered  to  arife  from  the  increafed  circulation  of  paper.  He 
then  bbferved,  that  in  the  fame  publiqation  a  comparative  ftatc- 
ment  had  been  made  of  the  exports  in  ^783  and  1790,  wherein 
the  balance  was  ftated  to  be  much  in  favour  of  the  year  1790, 

but  however  ingenioufly  that  was  put,  fae  thought  the  only  fM 
Vol.  XXXlil,  U  u 
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way  to  know  whether  the  trade  of  a  country  was  for  or  agalnft 
it,  was  to-ftate  the  amount  both  of  the  exports  and  imports  at 
the  given  period.  Jf  this  was  done,  he  contended  that  thofc 
who  argued  for  the  latter  period,  would  be  found  in  the  wrong, 
for  he  could  make  it  clear  to  the  Houfe  that  the  balance  of 
trade,  upon  a  juft  calculation,  was  more  in  favour  of  this 
country  in  1783  than  in  1790.  His  Lordfliip  entered  into  a 
yery  minute  and  accurate  detail  of  the  imports  and  exports,  as 
well  as  the  general  ftate  of  the  finances  at  the  different  periods 
alluded  to,  from  all  which  he  drew  inferences  which  corrobo- 
rated his  arguments.  His  intention  was  not  to  make  any  mo- 
tion, but  to  undeceive,  by  his  obfervations,  thofe  who  might 
be  deluded  by  the  ftatement  which  Minifters  had  thrown  out 
as  a  bandage  to  cover  their  motives,  by  a  fet-off  of  repealing 
taxes,  to  compenfate  for  a  fooliih  and  wanton  extravagance 
and  wafte  of  money.  If  it  had  really  been  meant  to  leffen  tlic 
burdens  of  the  people,  that  might  have  been  more  efFedlually 
done  by  paying  off  the  national  debt  with  the  boafted  fur- 
pluffes,  than  repealing  taxes.  Upon  the  whole,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  His  Majefty's  Minirters  faw  the  unpopularity  that  atr 
tended  the  Ruflian  armament,  and  thought  neceflary  to  hold 
but  the  compenfation  of  repealing  taxes.  The  propofition 
with  which  he  meant  to  conclude  was,  that  the  prefent  remif- 
fion  of  taxes  did  not  proceed  from  the  motives  which  it  affumed, 
viz.  alleviating  the  burdens  of  the  people,  but  from  a  wifti  in 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  get  free  of  the  juft  and  decided  odi- 
um that  followed  the  Ruffian  armament,  by  a  flattering  ftate- 
ment of  the  national  finances,  and  repealing  taxes  to  compen- 
fate for  their  folly  and  raflinefs. 

Lord  GRENVILLEanfwered  the  obfervations  of  his  Lord- 
fliip, complimented  the  talents  and  eloquence  of  the  Minifter 
who  had  fo  clearly  and  fo  ably  ftated  the  income  and  expendi- 
ture of  the  country.  He  maintained  that  the  confideration  of 
the  balance  of  the  trade,  whatever  it  might  be,  was  not  to  be 
the  guide  of  our  opinion  on  the  ftate  of  the  revenue  of  this 
country  as  to  its  probable  increafe  or  decreafe.  He  maintain- 
ed, and  referred  to  Dr.  Adam  Smith's  Wealth  of  Nations  as 
authority,  that  by  our  imports  and  by  our  exports  we  fliould 
judge  of  the  profpeft  of  our  revenue,  as  any  body  of  merchants 
would  do  on  their  imports  iind  exports.  If  this  mode  of  cal^ 
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culating  was  true  in  one  inftance,  it  was  true  univerfally.— • 
From  thefe  points  he  juftified  all  the  calculations  already  made 
by  the  officers  of  Government  upon  this  fubjeS.  In  this  fitu- 
ation  we  had  a  furplus  of  a  confiderable  amount,  and  the  quef-  • 
tion  was,  how  that  furplus  fliould  be  difpofed  of? — Whether 
the  whole  (hould  be  applied  to  the  redudtion  of  the  national 
debt,  or  the  whole  to  the  redulftion  of  taxes  ?  Or  that  it  fliould 
be  divided  between  thefe  objeds  ?  The  latter  of  thefe  had 
been  adopted,  and  in  his  opinion,  wifely.  He  entered  then 
into  reafoning  in  fupport  of  this  opinion,  in  the  courfe  of 
which  he  obfcrved  that  the  taxes. in  aueftion  were  at  firft  re- 
luftantly  impofed,  muft  be  confeflTed  to  be  oppreffive  in  their 
nature,  and  that  the  repeal  of  them  muft  be  an  objeft  of  great 
fatisfa6lion  to  every  friend  to  this  country. 

The  Earl  of  GUILDFORD  faid,    he  fliould  differ  from 
both  the  noble  Lords  who  had  delivered  their  fentiments.    He 
thought  himfelf  bound  to  take  this  opportunity  to  do  fo.     He 
feared  he  fliould  deliver  a  doftrine  that  was  at  this  time  very 
unpopular,  but  this  confideration  fliould  not  deter  him.     Whe- 
ther the  taxes  now  propofed  to  be  repealed  were  wife  meafures 
when  they  were  adopted,  he  knew  nor  cared  not ;  but  having 
been  adopted,  whether  they  fliould  now  be  repealed  was  the 
point  that  he  fliould  call  on  the  Houfe  19  difcufs.     Having  re- 
fleSed  on  the  whole  of  the  conduft  of  Minifters,  and  particu- 
larly on  fome  late  tranfa£tions,  without  any  fpleen  againft  the 
perfons  concerned,  and  viewing  the  whole  as  calculated  either 
to  be  attended  with  good  confequences,  or  more  likely  to  pro- 
duce bad  ones,  yet  he  would  frankly  declare,  that  he  thought 
with  the  noble  Lord  who  dated  that  the  Ruflian  buQnefs  had 
produced  this  premature  reduftion  of  taxes.     Whether  this 
particular  tax,  namely,  a  tax  upon  maid  fervants,  6r  rather  on, 
thofe  who  kept  them,  fliould  be  repealed,  was  a  queflion  on 
which  he  was  ready  to  deliver  his  opinion,  and  he  freely  con- 
fefled  he  thought  it  fliould  not.     He  was  of  opinion  that  this 
fum,  received  from  the  people  for  the  fupport  of  the  public^ 
fafety,  ought  not  to  be  taken  off.    Nothing  was  more  difagrec- 
able  to  any  perfon  in  office  than  to  propofe  taxes  ;  when  he 
propofed  them,  he  did  it  becaufe  he  thought  them  neceflary  for 

the  fafety  of  this  country  i  and  in  all  he  had  done  he  ibould  ho^ 

Uu  a 
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willing  to  ftand  or  fall,  on  the  qucftion  of  the  propriety  of  the 
.  taxes,  compared  with  the  fituation  of  this  country,  when  he 
propofcd  them. 

The  tax  which  was  likely  to  be  the  means  of  creating  popu- 
larity by  its  repeal,  was  that  which  was  now  before  the  Houfe. 
To  this  repeal  he  had  an  ohj^dlion.  But  firft  he  would  ftate 
another  objeAion  which  he  had  to  the  foundation  of  thefe  pro- 
ceedings of  the  reduftion  of  taxes.  He  objedted  to  a  particu- 
lar circumftance  that  might  more  properly  be  faid  to  belong  to 
another  place,  but  which,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be  noticed 
by  their  Lordftiips.  He  meant  that  part  of  the  King's  fpeech 
by  which  notice  was  given  of  the  probable  repeal  of  the  taxes. 
This  part  of  the  fpeech  from  the  Throne  he  did  not  fay  was 
immediately  contrary  to  law,  or  to  the  principles  of  the  confti- 
tution  of  this  country,  but  it  certainly  was  very  uncommon 
that  the  Prince  from  the  throne  fliould  recommend  to  the  con- 
fideration  of  Parliament,  or  properly  fpeaking,  to  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  any  particular  objedl  in  tht  point  of  finance,  as 
worth  their  attention  ;  or  that  no  fuch  inftance  occurred  be- 
fore  he  would  not  fay,  although  he  did  not  recolleft  any  fuch, 
except  that  of  the  hearth  money  ;  and  this  was  fo  well  known 
to  be  a  tax  againft  the  fpirit  of  the  people,  and  fo  very  oppref- 
five  to  them,  that  it  was  nothing  more  than  obeying  the  gene- 
"  ral  voice  to  repeal  it ;  and  yet,  even  in  this  cafe,  when  the 
f  rince  made  this  recommendation  to  Parliament,  it  was  ac- 
companied with  a  requeft  that  Parliament  would  devife  fome 
other  means  to  make  good  the  deficiency  which  this  repeal 
would  occafion.  But  fuppofing  this  to  be  regular  and  correct, 
he  faid  he  did  not  objeft  to  it  as  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  upon 
that  particular  ground,  but  he  objefted  to  it  as  a  meafurc  that 
ihould  not  be  adopted  at  all. 

The  grounds  upon  which  he  made  this  objeftion,  and  on 
which  he  difapproved  the  propofed  reduftion  of  taxes,  were, 
that  he  conceived  the  prefent  fituation  of  this  country  to  be 
fuch,  that  there  could  be  no  objedl  fo  beneficial  to  its  inte- 
refts,  as  the  reduftion  of  the  national  debt,  and  ta  which  the 
furplus  of  our  revenue  (hould  be  applied,  in  preference  to  any 
other  objeft.  And  as  tothe  amount  of  this  debt,  he  was  ready 
to  confefs,  he  did  not  view  it  with  the  terror  that  fceoned  to  be 
fclt  in  general.    He  did  not  thkk  fo  much  of  the  fij&e  of  it  at 
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prefent,  as  of  the  danger  of  its  growing  greater,  and  at  laft  be« 
coming  too  great  for  us  to  bear.  To  illuftrate  this,  he  ob- 
fervcd,  that  we  were  at  this  time  far  from  being  in  a  defperete 
fiate,  or  in  a  ftate  that  we  ought  to  defpond ;  for  if  we  looked 
at  this  time,  as  compared  with  the  time  of  the  revolution^ 
when  this  country  had  no  debt ;  if  we  looked  to  the  time  when 
we  firft  had  any  tranfaftions  of  money  on  the  fcore  of  public 
credit,  we  ftiould  find  that  money  was  raifed  at  the  rate*  of  fe*- 
ven  and  eight  per  cent,  intereft  ;  now,  with  all  our  debt,  the 
intereft  was  hardly  three  per  cent.  This  was  to  him  proof  that 
this  country  at  this  moment,  with  all  its  debts,  was  in  a  better 
fituation  than  at  the  time  when  we  had  no  debt.  All  defcrip- 
tions  of  men  in  this  country  were  more  comfortable,  in  point 
of  wealth  and  other  advantages,  at  this  moment,  than  they 
were  an  hundred  years  ago  :  notwithftanding  all  the  taxes  im- 
pofed  on  the  people  of  this  country,  and  the  fum  which  they 
were  called  upon  to  contribute  to  the  public  burden^  ftill  what 
they  had  left  for  their  own  comfort  was  much  more  than  the 
people  of  this  country  had  one  hundred  years  ago.  He  believed 
that  the  refources  of  this  country  are  ftill  great,  and  that  if 
called  upon  to  exert  itfelf,  would  be  found  adequate  to  fuch 
exertion.  He  never  thought  there  was  the  leaft  reafon  to  dc- 
fpair  on  account  of  the  finances  of  this  country.  He  had  oftetf 
faid  before,  and  he  was  of  the  fame  opinion  now,  that  there 
never  was  a  moment  when  a  man  of  tolerable  nerves  (hould  ap- 
prehend any  danger  from  the  failure  of  the  refources  of  this 
country.  He  believed  we  might  proceed  mucn  farther  befort 
any  fear  fhould  be  apprehended.  To  what  extent  he  knew  not* 
God  forbid  we  fhould  make  the  experiment ;  but'if  called  on^ 
he  was  confident  the  fituation  of  this  country  would  bear  a  great 
deal  more  than  had  been  ^already  impofed  on  it.  What  wat 
the  refult  of  thefe  opinions  ?  Not  that  we  (hould  reduce  our 
prefent  taxes,  but  that  we  ihould  bear  them,  in  order  that  wt$ 
might  apply  the  furplus  for  the  reduSion  of  the  national  debt  i 
in  order  that  we  might,  twenty  years  hence,  be  able  to  face 
the  calamity  of  a  war,  without  being  burdened  by  irefli  taxesi 
which  would  be  the  cafe,  if,  during  the  interval-,  we  applied 
our  furplus  to  the  reduction  c^  the  national  debt.  We  (hould 
take  care  fo  to  bear  our  burdena-now^  as  that  if  fre(h  ones  {kooid 
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be  heaped  upon  us,  they  fhould  not  be  mbre  than  we  fiiould  be 
able  to  bear. 

As  to  the  particular  taxes  now  about  to  be  repealed,  he  did 
not  fee  that  they  were  fuch  as  were  particularly  burdenfome  ; 
taxes  were  burdenfome  on  all  occafions,  but  he  did  not  know 
that  thefe  were  particularly  fo  ;  or  if  they  were,  that  the  repeal 
of  them  would  relieve  the  indigent.    The  tax  on  candles,  for 
inftance,  was  not  fuch  as  would  favour  the  indigent  by  its  re- 
repeaL     If  it  did  not,  he  was  fure  it  was  unwife  to  repeal  it; 
for  it  was  ^  tax  that  had  fully  amounted  to  the  fum  at  which 
ijs  produce  was  cftimated.     He  feared  it  would  not  relieve  the 
indigent ;  he  was  tolerably  certain  it  would  not  do  fo.     The 
poor  man.  wbuld  not  receive  the  benefit  of  this  deduftion.— - 
Their  Lordihips  knew  the  effeft  of  the  reduSion,  of  the  duty 
on  wine  ;  he  believed  that  did  not  much  relieve  the  confumer 
vho  boug})t  in  fmall  quantities ;  fo  the  caie  would  be  in  this 
inflance ;  the  poor  man  who  boi^ght  his  candles,  would  not  be 
able  to  buy  any  quantity  that  would  bring  him  within  the  fcope 
of  the  reduced  price.     Of  candles  the  really  indigent  man  ge- 
nerally bought  two  or  three  at  a  time,  of  thofe  that  were  fix- 
tcen  or  twenty  in  the  pound  weight.     How  was  the  duty  to 
fuit  this  fraftion  ?    He  knew,  indeed,  that  the  manufadurer, 
the  carcafe  butcher  who  fold  the  tallow,  or  the  grazier  who 
fold  the  ox,  or  perhaps  all  of  them  united,  might  benefit  by  a 
reduflion  of  the  tax  on  candles,  but  he  was  really  doubtful  how 
the  indigent  confumer  was  to  be  relieved  by  this  reduftion.— ^ 
Suppofe  the  duty  on  candles  was  reduced  one  halfpenny  in  the 
poiirKl  weight,  and  the  poor  man  bought  four  of  thofe  that  were 
fixtecn  to  the  pound,  his  fhare  of  the  reduftion  would  be  juft 
half  a  farthing.     Indeed,  he  feared  that  the  perfons  who  moft 
wanted  relief  from  taxes,  would  not  meet  it  by  this  bill. 

As  to  the  tax  on  maid  fervants,  he  confefTed  he  thought  it  at 
the  time  it  was  projected  an  unwife  one,  becaufe  he  feared  it 
might  deprive  fome  poor  girls  of  employment ;  but  that  objec- 
tion was  now  done  away,  as  thofe  who  kept  them  made  up 
their  accounts  to  themfelves,  as  if  the  tax  was  never  impofed. 
The  objection  in  this  cafe  was  to  the  firft  import,  and  not  to 
the  continuance  of  the  tax,  and  therefore  it  would  afford  no 
relief  to  the  indigent  to  repeal  it.    , 
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He  made  a  few  obfervations  of  the  fame  kind  on  the  tax 
on  waggons — but  his  objedllon  was  not  fo  much  to  the  repeal 
of  thefe  taxes,  becaufe  they  could  be  borne,  but  with  a  view 
that  our  furplus  (hould  be  applied  to  the  reduflion  of  the  na- 
tional debt.  This  was  more  to  be  confidered  than  the  tem- 
porary reduftion  of  taxes;  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  danger 
of  its  growing  too  great,  on  fome  future  loan,  was  more  to 
be  apprehended  than  the  confequence  of  the  ftate  of  it  at  this 
moment.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  applying  of  this 
furplus  to  the  reduftion  of  the  debt  would  become  more  be- 
neficial to  the  people  of  this  country,  than  the  taking  oflf  of 
any  taxes  under  the  prefent  fituation  of  this  country. 

He  had  the  misfohune,  when  in  office,  and  afterwards  out 
of  it,  to  maintain  upon  the  fubjeft  of  finance  in  this  country, 
a  dodlrinc  that  was  very  unpopular..  He  was  now  too  old  to 
change  his  opinion,  and  the  point  of  popularity  (hould  not 
now  bias  it ;  he  had  known  the  eflFeSs  of  it  formerly,  and 
had  withftood  them.  He  had  recieved  a  leffon  upon  that  fub- 
jeft,  in  a  manner  too  plain  to  be  mifunderftood,  and  too  fe- 
ver© to  be  forgotten — the  refult  of  the  whole  was,  that  he  was 
taught  that  popularity  was  at  an  end  with  him,  and  he  gave 
his  opinion  totally  without  feeling  any  thing  upon  that  point; 
and  he  confefled  that  in  that  view  he  regarded  the  bills  in 
queftion  as  dangerous,  and  he  hoped  that  the  temporary  po- 
pularity which  the  redudlion  of  thefe  taxes  would  procure  to 
tlie  prefent,  would  not  lead  a  future  Adminiftration  to  follow 
their  example  from  motives  of  popularity.  He  wiflied  th« 
people  of  this  country  as  much  wealth,  comfort,  and  happi- 
nefs  for  ever  as  they  now  enjoy.  But  he  could  not  help  fay- 
ing, that  to  keep  them  in  the  prefent  happy  fituation  would 
be  to  call  on  them  to  avail  themfelves  of  the  prefent  moment 
to  fupport  their  burdens  when  they  are  fo  well  able  to  bear 
them,  that  they  may  be  able  to  meet  the  exigency  of  a  futur«, 
wat,  without  incurring  frefh  taxes  that  may  then  be  felt  as 
burdenfome.  The  people  of  this  country  were  now  free, 
opulent,  and  happy,  and  they  (hould  bear  their  burdens  now, 
for  the  purpofe  of  reducing  the  national  debt,  if  they  wi(hed 
the  country  to  preferve  and  to  enjoy  its  freedom  and  its  hap- 
pinefs  for  ages  to  come. 
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Lord  HAWKESBURY  maintained,  that  the  fituation  of 
this  country  was  fuch  as  to  enable  us  to  pay  off  annually  one 
million  to  the  reduftion  of  the  national  ^debt ;  and  alfo  now 
to  apply  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds  additionally  for  that 
purpofe  ;  and  that  under  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  country,  the 
people  had  a  right  to  expeft  fome  immediate  eafe  to  their  bur- 
dens. Here  his  Lordftiip  entered  into  fome  detail  on  the 
ftate  of  our  revenue  and  expenditure,  and  agieed  with  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  (Irength  of  our  refources,  but  did  not  con- 
clude from  thence,  that  the  appropriating  of  the  whole  of  our . 
furplus  to  the  reduSion  of  the  debt,  was  the  wifeft  plan  that 
could  be  adopted.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  taking  off  of  thefe  taxes  would  encourage  fome  part 
of  our  trade  and  manufa£lures ;  and  that  he  was  by  no  means 
fure  that  this  Fedu£tion  of  taxes  would  a£tually  diminifh  the 
revenue;  he  rather  trufted,  that  this  relief  would  improve  and 
encourage  that  commercial  fpir it  which  fo  much  diftinguifhed 
the  people  of  this  country.  Our  trade,  he  maintained,  was 
in  a  condition  that  enabled  us  to  look  forward,  without  fear, 
to  the  reduftion  of  thefe  taxes.  Indeed,  there  was  at  prefent 
more  difficulty  to  get  raw  materials,  than  that  of  manufac- 
turing them,  when  obtained.  From  thefe,  and  other  rea- 
fons,  he  thought  the  repeal  of  thefe  taxes  neceffary. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  complained  that  the  noble 
Lord,  who  was  oftenfibly  a  Minifter,  had  not  given  them 
fome  ftatement  in  detail  of  the  finances,  in  the  fame  manner 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  opened  the  fubjeft 
to  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament.  He  admitted  that  the 
Houfe  had  not  been  altogether  without  afliilance  on  this  head, 
fince  the  noble  Lord  who  fpoke  laft,  who  was  undoubtedly 
fufficiently  capable,  and  holding  a  high  offige  in  His  Majefty*s 
iervice,  though  not  an  efficient  one,  had  been  pleafed  to  ftate 
fomething  relative  to  the  profperous  fituation  of  the  country. 
His  Grace  complained  of  the  unfunded  debt  having  been 
fuffered  to  accumulate,  and  thought  the  diminution  of  that  a 
more  proper  obje£t  of  the  appropriation  of  the  furplus  of  the 
icvenue,  than  the  repeal  of  taxes. 

Loi-d  GREN VILLE  and  Lord*^Rawdon  rofe  together,  but^ 
Lord  Grenville  was  heard.    His  Lordihip  faid,  that  particu^* 
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larly  pointed  at  as  he  had  been  in  Hie  noble  Duke's  fpeech, 
he  could  not  but  be  anxious  to  fay  a  word  or  two  in  reply. — • 
He  had  never  heard  that  any  Member  of  either  Houfe  was 
perfonally  refponfiblc  for  any  meafure  agitated  in  Parliament 
as  a  public  meafure.  That  he  not  only  was  difpofed  to  come 
forward,  but  claimed  it  as  his  right  to  (land  forth  the  advocate 
of  all  matters  refpefting  Government  generally,  but  that  on 
fubjedls  of  finance,  the  Minifter  of  that  department  was,  he 
believed,  ufually  deemed  refponfible  perfonally.  The  noble 
Duke  had  called  upon  him,  to  enter  into  a  detail  of  the  (late 
of  the  finances,  and  had  held  up  the  examples  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  the  other  Houfe  ^f  Parlia- 
ment. It  would  have  been  the  moft  idle  attempt  at  pa- 
rade and  pageantry  for  him  to  have  endeavoured  to  dole  out  in 
fcraps  and  morfels  part  of  that  celebrated  fpeech,  the  elo- 
quence and  fplendour  of  which  were  matters  of  public  noto-' 
riety.  Nothing,  he  declared,  could -hurt  him  fo  much,  as 
his  having  afforded  a  fufiicient  ground  for  a  reafonable  impu- 
tation of  his,having  (liewn  any  thing  like  negleft  of  the  Houfe, 
although  he  ihould  at  all  times  be  ready  to  difclofe  all  that  he 
knew,  and  was  proppr  for  public  communication  ;  but  he 
Ihould  be  equally  wanting  to  himfelf,  and  to  them,  if  he  did 
not  fay,  that  he  had  uniformly,  as  a  public  man,  given  all 
he  had  a  right  to  give,  and  that  more  no  ms^n  had  a  right  to 
claim. 

Lord  HAY  faid,  he  (hould  agree  with  the  Earl  of  Guild- 
ford in  preferving  the  reduftlon  of  the  national  debt  to  the 
redudion  of  taxes ;  but  that  the  latter  were  fo  unjuft,  harfh, 
an4  oppreffive,  and  under  that  impreflion  he  was  glad  of  the 
opportunity  of  voting  for  their  repeal  under  almoft  any  circum- 
ilances* 

Lord  RAWDON,  in  reply,  took  notice  of  various  points 

in  Lord  Grenville's  fpeeches,    and  particular^  faid,  that  he 

had  not  meant  to  advert  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 

-argument  upon  finance  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament, 

confcious  as  he  was  that  fuch  an  allufion  would  have  been  ir- 

regular  and  unparliamentary,  but  if  he  had  alluded  to  it  at  all, 

lie  faid,  he  (hould  have  done  fo  with  due  refpedt  to  the  right 

honourable  gentleman  who  made  the  fpeech,  to  whofe  abili^ 

ties  he  was  at'  all  tinies  ready  to  do  juftiqe.    His  hoiifh'if 
VoL^XXXHL  Xx 
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faid^  iTever  it  was  laid  down  as  a  principle,  that  upon  fub- 
jeSts  of  revenue,  that  Houfc  was  not  to  have  the  fuUeft  infor- 
mation to  enable  them  to  enter  into  an  examination  of  bills 
relative  to  taxes,  inftead  of  claiming  and  difcharging  their 
mod:  eflential  fundions,  they  would  fink  into  the  moil  fer* 
vile  and  obfequious  afleflfors  of  th^  taxes  propofed  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  ever  dreamt  of.  He  noticed  Lord  GrenviUe's 
argument  about  a  pamphlet  publiflied  by  Stockdale,  (we  be- 
lieve) the  view  of  the  increafe  of  the  revenue,  for  the  four 
laft  years,  and  faid,  the  noble  Lord's  difdain  of  the  publica- 
tion  on  the  fcore  of  its  being  a  mere  pamphlet,  and  his  decla- 
ration that  it  was  not  partial  to  him,  though  invidiouily 
boftile  to  oppofition,  reminded  hini  of  a  paflage  in  Shake* 
fpeare : 

^*  But,  wheal  tell  him,  he  hates  flatterers, 
"  He  fays,  he  does  ;  being  then  mod  flattered.'* 

Julius  Csfar* 

After  the  converfation  ended,  the  bills  for  repeal  of  taxes 
Were  read  a  third  time,  and  pafled  neinine  dijjintiente. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Widnejday^  "jth  March. 

■ 

Heard  Counfel  and  examined  evidence  on  a  divorce  bill. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurjdayy  %th  March. 

Heard  Counfel  on  the  Scotch  Peerage  ele£lion.     Deferred. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday y  ()th  March. 

At  two  o'clock  His  Majefty  appeared  on  the' throne,  and 
the  Royal  aflent  was  given  to  the  mutiny  bill;  the  bill  for  re- 
gulating His  Majefty's  marine  forces  while  on  (hore ,  the  bill 
to  repeal  the  duty  on  female  fervants  ;  the  bill  for  repealing 
the  additional  duty  on  houfes ;  the  bill  for  repealing  the  duty 
•n  carts,  and  waggons ;  and  leveral  road  and  private  bills. 

The  Houfe  adjourcicd. 
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Monday^  I2th  March. 

Heard  Counfel  on  the  Scots  Peers  eIe£Uon. 

The  divorces  of  Mr.  Reybould  and  Mr.  Larkings  ftood  fof 
the  fecond  reading.  Both  deferred  to  Wednefday  next.  Or« 
dered  that  the  Lords  be  fummoned. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVedneJday^  14/A  March. 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  rofe  to  ftate  to  their  Lordfliips 
a  breach  of  privilege,  which  he  would  bring  before  the  Houfe 
on  an  early  day.  His  Lordfhip,  in  his  capacity  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county  of  Worcefter,  had  received  a  challenge 
from  a  Mr.  Cookfey.  Ordered  that  their  Lordfliips  be  fum- 
prioned  to  take  the  fame  ipto  confideration  on  Friday  next. 

The  JJoufe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy  i^th  l^anh. 

The  Houfe,  in  a  Committee  of  Privileges,  heard  Counfel 
on  the  claim  of  Mr.  Hamilton  to  the  title  and  honours  of  Lord 
Belhaven. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^  i6th  March. 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  rofe  to  ftate  to  the  Houfe  his 
reafons  for  defiring  their  Lordfliips  to  be  fummoned.  He 
had  the  honour  to  be  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Wor- 
cefter, and  held  in  his  hand  a  book  which  contained  an  ac- 
count of  proceedings  at  the  meeting  of  19th  Oftober,  1790, 
the  day  appointed  by  the  aft  for  annually  aflembling  the  mi- 
litia. An  application  had  been  made  to  him  by  a  Mr.  Cook- 
fey, to  have  his  fon,  vrtio  was  abroad,  appointed  Major  of 
the  Worcefter  militia,  in  the  room  of  Major  Mold,  who  was 
then  Major ;  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  fubmit  this  applica- 
tion to  the  meeting  on  the  19th  of  Oftober,  and  the  Officers 
prefent  <:ame  to  a  refolution,  that  it  was  proper  to  refufe  Mr. 
Cookfey's  appUcatlpHi   gnd  to  continue  ^ajor  Mold.    He 
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accordingly  wrote  a  letter,  communicating  this  reiblution  ta 
Mr.  Cookfty,  and  about  fourteen  months  afterwards  lie  re- 
ceived a  letter,  figned  Richard  Cookfcy,  which  he  likewife 
held  in  his  hand,  arid  meant  to  have  read  to  their  LordftiFps. 
Although  it  was  long,  and  contained  many  expreflions  that 
would  not  only  appear  extraordinary,  but  of  a  nature  that 
muil  hurt  his  own  feelings,  and  he  had  no  doubt  woiild  ap- 
pear unjuftifiable,  and  highly  improper  to  be  fent  to  any 
Member  of  that  Houfe  ;  yet  he  would  move  to  have  it  read  at 
the  table,  and  would  content  himfelf  with  fo  doing,  con- 
vinced that  their  Lordlhips  would  aft  in  fuch  a  manner  up9n 
the  fubjeS,  as  beft  became  their  dignity. 

The  clerk  then  read  at  the  table  the  following 

*^  Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Richard  Cookfey,  Efq.  to  the  right 
'*  honourable  the  Earl  of  Coventry,  dated  Worccftcr,  loth 
**  January,  1792. 


€€ 


My  Lord, 

Your  Lordfliip  having  fjgnifie4  an  intention  of  quitting 
**  WorceftcKfliire  to-morrow,  I  am  under  the  neceflity  of  call- 
**  ing  upon  you  in  hafte  (and  before  I  can  procure  fome  fet- 
"  ters  which  pafled  between  your  Lordfliipand  my  father, 
*'  which  I  have  not  yet  been  allowed  to  fee)  for  imme-' 
*f  diate  redrefs  of  a  moft  ungenerous,  becaufe  unprovoked, 
**  injury. 

'*  My  letter  m^y  be  long,  but  it  merits  your  perufal, 
**  fince  it  will,  I  truft,  convince  you  of  having  afted  wrong, 
**  and  I  need  not  mention  to  a  man  of  your  Lordfhip's  fenfe, 
^'  that  to  redrefs  an  injury  is  the  duty  of  a  man  who  has  of- 
*^  fercd  ojie.      ' 

'*  J  have  another  view  in  writing  thus  fully,  fince  if  your 
**  Lordlhip  ihould  appeal  to' any  other  arm  than  your  own, 
*'  and  (helter  yourfelf  under  the  privilege  of  Peerage,  my  let- 
**  ter  confidered  Ihall  convirxce  the  Houfe  of  Lords  that  your 
**  LorcUhip  is  as  wanting  in  fpirit  as  in  jufticei 

'*  In  1789  I  left  England,  and  refided  during  the  year  1790 
•*  at  Laufanne,  living  there  with  meri  of  high  honour,  with 
**  fome  of  infinitely  higher  rank  than  your  Lordlhip.    To 
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f*  them  I  can  refer  for  honourable  teftimony  of  my  conduA^ 
**  while  there. 

**  About  Auguft  1790,  I  wrote  to  my  father  eicprefling  a 
f*  wifli  to  quit  that  country  for  Germany,  or  Turin,  in  either 
'^  of  which  a  military  charadler  was  certainly  the  beft  iotro-* 
**  duflion  of  an  Engli(h  gentleman.  I  therefore  folicited  any 
**  vacant  commiflion  in  the  Worcefterfliire  militia.  My  fa- 
**  ther  executed  my  wifh,  by  writing  to  your  Lordfhip  for 
f<  fuch  a  commiflion.  Your  Lordlhip,  I  am  told  (fori  have 
f  not,  I  fay,  feen  your  letter)  anfwered  ^hat  there  were* 
f*  pecuniary  obje£}ions  to  my  appointment."  My  father, 
**  hurt  at  fuch  an  infolent  anfwer,  then,  and  not  before,  ap- 
**  plied  for  the  majority,  and  copied  the  adl  of  Parliament' 
which  prefer  ibes  the  time  and  mode  of  appointing  a  Field- 
Officer.  Your  Lordlhip,  as  Lord  Lieutenant,  was  bound 
either  to  appoint  me  or  ftate  the  true  objeiElion.  You  did 
not ;  but  referred  my  father's  letter  to  a  Board  of  militia 
Officers,  who  expreiTed  a  wifli  for  the  continuance  of  their 
prefent  Major. 
This  is  the  true  ftate  of  the  cafe-^Now  attend  to  my  ob- 
"  fervations. 

"  Your  aflertion  that  pecuniary  objeSfions  exifted  to  my  ap- 
"  pointment  was  bafe,  cowardly,  falfe. 

**  I  a(k,  I  infift  on  an  explanation  of  thefc  words.  Does 
*'  your  Lordfliip  mean,  the  heir  apparent  to  an  eftate  irl  this 
county,  (incumbered  as  it  may  be)  of  between  13  and 
1500  a  yeap-  is  not  a  man  qualified,  in  a  pecuniary  fenfe* 
"  for  fuch  an  appointment  ?  .If  you  have  a  doubt  read  your 
'*  militia  aft.  Does  your  Lordfhip  mean,  that  by  liflening 
'*  to  idle  tales  of  envenomed  toad-eaters,  which  makes  great 
'*  men  little,  you  have  heard  that  my  circumftances  were  for 
a  time  embarraffed,  that  I  was  not  eligible  ?  that^  my  Lord^ 
is  not  an  objeftion ;  it  does  not  afFeft  the  legal  qualifica- 
tion. As  your  Lordfhip  has  thus  thought  proper  to  publifh 
your  objeftions  to  me,  juftice  to  my  own  charafter  calls 
upon  me  to  tell  your  Lordfhip,  I  never  owed  five  hundred 
pounds  in  the  world,  1  never  owed  to  tradefmen  in  the  ag» 
gregate  260L  I  lament  the  truth.  I  have  not  been  able 
'^  to  pay  claims  upon  me  the  jUiftant  they  made  them ;  but 
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*'  this,  my  cautious  Lord,  was  from  want  of  the  means,  not 
**  from  want  of  principle,  and  was  a  concern  to  tradefmen 
**  only,  not  to  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  a  county.  This  fug- 
**  geftion,   therefore,  J  rq)eat,    was  cruel,  cowardly,  and* 

•  **  falfe  ;  more  cruel,  more  daftardly,  becaufe  my  father  was 
**  fuppofed  to  be  at  the  time  in  a  dangerous  illnefs.  I  never 
**  wilhed  the  rcmovalof  Major  Mole,  who, 'though  I  do 
**  aot  know  him,  I  believe  to  be  a  very  worthy  man,  nor 
**  would  it  have  been  my  wi{h  to  enter  a  regiment  of  gentle- 
*<  men  but  with  the  reception  a  gentleman  would  wife.— 
*f  Your  Lordihip  having  given  out  that  I  applied  in  the  firft 
*'  inftance  for  the  majority,  is  guilty  of  a  fecond  falsehood. 
**  A  military  life  is  not  my  objeft,  I  wifliedthe  appointment 
*'  folcly  for  the  reafons  I  have  mentioned.  I  muft  feek  my 
'*  hitidd  in  another  profellion,  but  as  your  Lord/hip  has  thus 
**  put  the  matter  upon  my  qualification,  I  now,  without 
**  meaning  to  interfere  with  the  pretenfions  of  any  gentleman 
^*  who  is  at  prefent  an  Officer  in  the  Worcefterfliire  miiitiaj^ 
<*  put  in  my  claim  to  the  majority  upon  legal  and  conftitu- 
**  tional  principles,  againft  any  other  man  whatever,  I  mean 
**  at  the  expiration  of  Major  Mole's  commiflion. 

*'  There  is  one  qualification  I  will  convince  your  Lordfhip 

*  **  I  polTefs  at  any  moment,  and  in  any  manner  your  Lordfli\p 
^*  ihail  re<iuire  and  appoint. 

^'  I  remain, 

"  Your  Lord(hip*s  enemy, 

"  RICH.  COOKSEY." 

A  witnefs  was  then  called  to  the  bar,  to  prove  the  hand 
writing  of  Mr.  Cookfcy,  and  the  delivery  of  the  letter  at  the 
lait  Court  of  Seffions,  to  a  perfon  whom  the  witnefs  knew  to 
be  the  Steward  of  the  Earl  of  Coventry.  After  a  paufe  of 
fome  time. 

Lord  GRAHAM  (Duke  of  Montrofe)  faid  there  was  only 
one  opinion  in  the  Houfe^  and  that  was  that  the  writer  of  the 
letter  oi^ght  to  be  taken  into  cuftody,  and  examined  at  the 
l)ar.,  that  he  might  have  it  in  his  power  to  be  heard  in  hisd&- 
fc&ce  ^  he  therefore  moved^ 

**  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending,  be  ordered  totafao 
'^  the  body  of  Kicliard  Cookfey  into  fafe  cuftody,  and  bring 
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'  **  him  to  the  bar  of  that  Houfe,  'there  to  anfwer  fuch  quefti^ 
**  onsas  might  be  put  to  him."     Ordered. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday^  igth March. 

The  Serjeant  at  Arms  appeared  at  the  bar,  and  faid,  that 
in  obedience  to  the  commands  of  that  Houfe  he  had  attached 
the  body  of  Richard  Cookfey,  Efq. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  prefented  a  petition,  which 
was  read ;  it  dated  that  Mr.  Cookfey  had  feveral  papers  to 
produce  before  their  Lordftiips  in  his  defence,  which  at  pre- 
fent  were  not  in  his  pofleflion,  but  which  he  had  fent  for,  and 
which  he  hoped  would  arrive,  fo  that  he  fliould  be  ready  to 
appear  at  their  Lordftiip's  bar,  with  materials  for  his  defence. 
tt  then  prayed  that  he  might  have  until  Monday  next  to  ap- 
per  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe. 

Lord  SONDES  faid,  that  he  hoped  Mr,  Cookfey  would 
not  be  fufFered  to  go  out  of  the  cuftody  of  ,the  Serjeant  at 
Arms. 

The-  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  «  Moft  certainly 
«  not." 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  faid,  he  had  no  perfonal  ob- 
jeSion  to  any  favour  to  the  prifoner,  which  the  Houfe  would 
be  pleafed  to  grant,  confidently  with  its  own  dignity. 

A  difficulty  arofe  on  the  point  of  form,  whether  Mr.  Cook- 
fey (hould  remain  in  the  cudody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  or 
be  transferred  to  the  Black  Rod.  It  was  fettled,  however, 
that  he  (hould  remain  where  he  is. 

Lord  LAUDERDALE  then  moved,  "  That  Richard 
"  Cookfey  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  this  Houfe  on  Monday 
«  next." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  put  the  quedion.  Or- 
dered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuejday^  %oth  March. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill  to 
temove  doubts  refpefting  the  funSions  of  juries  in  cafes  of  li-? 
bel,  was  moved  by  Earl  Fitzwilliam. 
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The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  had  viewed  the 
bill  before  their  Lord(hips  with  great  attention,  and  he  hard- 
ly felt  himfelf  ready  to  pronounce  on  it  any  opinion"  at  afll. — - 
The  flrft  claufe  was,  that  the  Jury  (hould  give  their  verdift 
upon  the  whole  matter  In  iflTue  upon  an  indiSment  or  infor- 
mation, and  (hould  not  be  required  or  direfted  by  the  Judge 
to  find  the  defendant  guilty  merely  on  the  proof  of  the  pabli- 
cation,  and  of  the  fenfe  afcribed  to  (uch  libel  by  fuch  informa- 
tion  or  indiftment.  This  was  a  proportion  which  irom  all 
that  he  had  heard,  and  from  all  the  infornlation  he  had  re- 
Ceived,  he  could  not  bring  his  mind  to  aflent  to.  The  beft 
authority  he  knew,  and  the  moft  clear  he  ever  heard  of,  on 
tliis  fubjeft,  was  from  a  paper  which  lay  upon  the  table  of 
that  Houfe  (alluding  to  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  delivered  in 
on  the  cafe  of  the  triaV  the  King  againft  Woodfall,  by  the 
Earl  of  Mansfield),  a  paper  to  the  principles  which  he  never 
heard  the  fmalleft  contradiftion,  or  of  the  purity  of  which  he 
never  heard  a  doubt  exprefled  by  any  perfon  qualified  to  form 
an  opinion  on  the  fubjeft.  The  charge  which  had. been  given 
,  in  that  trial  by  that  noble  and  learned  Judge,  who  was  fuch 
an  ornament  to  his  profeiHon,  had  never  been  queftioned  as 
to  its  legality. 

Here  his  Lordfliip  entered  into  many  quotations  from 
ancient  authorities,  tending  to  fllew  that  this  claufe  was 
agalnfl:  the  principle  which  had  been  uniformly  maintain- 
ed by  all  found  Lawyers,  from  the  earliefl:  times  to  the 
prefent  day  ;  and  when  a  queftion  of  law  was  thus  ftated, 
their  Lordihips  fliould  avail  themfelves  of  the  beft  advice 
that  could  be  given  to  them  :  the  way  to  obtain  this, 
would  be  through  the  medium  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges,  to  whom  a  queftion  ought  to  be  put,  not  whc* 
ther  any  improper  direftion  had  been  ever  given  to  a  jury, 
but  whether  the  law  was  agreeable  to  what  this  bill  pro* 
pofed  it  to  be.  This  was  not  a  point  now,  whether  a 
Judge  ftiould  fum  up  this  or  that  way,  or  what  had  been 
the  pradlice  in  that  refpeft  ;  but  the  queftion  was, 
and  he  trufted  they  would  foil  into  the  fame  opinion, 
whether  the  paper  to  which  he  had  alluded,  and  which 
was  on  their  Lordihips*  table,  contained  principles  of 
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law  in  this  country,  or  whether  there  was  any  found  con- 
clufion  of  law  againft  it.     This  was,  in  his  opinion,  the 
higheft  authority  that  Houfe  could  refort  to  on  this  fub- 
jeft.     He  fpoke  not,  nor  did  he  mean  to  fpeak,  with  le- 
vity of  the  perfon  (Mr.  Fox)   by  whom  this  bill  was  in- 
troduced.    He  knew  the  vigour   of  his  underftanding 
much  too  well,    to   fay   that  whatever  that  perfon  pro- 
duced did  not  demand  attejition,  and  he  thought  this  bill 
did  demand  that  attention,  and  therefore  he  was  prepared 
to  treat  it  with  refpeft  ;  but  it  really  appeared  to  him  tjiat 
the'whole  fpirit.  of  the.  bill  was  a  condemnation  of  the 
conduft  of  the  Judges,  from  time  immemorial  to  the  pre- 
fent  day,  and  he   could  not  think  that  their  Lordfbip$ 
would  be  well  pleafed  to  give  their  fandlion  to  a  meafure 
that  conveyed  a  general  cenfure  upon  the  Magiflracy  of 
this  country.  *  On   the   contrary,  lie   trufted  that  they 
would  pay  refpefl:  to  the  great  names  who  compofed  that 
Magiftracy,  and  that  they  would  fanftlon  the  pradlite  of 
a  Court  of  Juftice,  unlefs  they  had  fubftantial  reafon  for 
the  contrary.     At  leaft,  whether  the  principles  on  which 
the  pra£lice  of  the  Courts  was  formed  was  juft — whether 
the  practice  itfelf  was  right  or  wrong-^Were  queftions 
which  fliould  not  be  difcufled  before  the  Judges  had  given 
their  opinion  ;  and  therefore,  without  taking  farther  no- 
tice of  the  law  itfelf,  the  point  of  regularity  was  in  favour 
of  taking  the  opinion  of  the  Judges.     The  bill  in  quef- 
tion  did  not  confine  itfelf  to   libels,  but  took  notice  of 
other  offences  ;  for  it  dated,  that  the  Judge  fball,  ac- 
cording  to   his  difcretion,  give  his  opinion  to  the  jury 
on  the  matter  in  iflue  between  the  King  and  the  defend- 
ant, in  like   manner   as  in  other  criminal  cafes.     The 
point  here  was  fpoken   of  generally  on  the  whole  matter 
in  the  declaration.     This  feemed  to  him  to  call  fqr  that 
which  was  a  legal  impoffibility.     Here^his  Lordfiiip  en- 
tered upon  profefTional   topics — upon  the  return  of  the 
pjiea — the  impoffibility  of  having  the;  day  in  hank  when 
the  return  can  be  made  by  a  jury— the  manner  in  which 

they  were  enjoined  by  the  writ' — the   fidllon  of  law  oH 
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which  their  anthority  was  deiived,  maintaining  that  the 
bill  improperly  abridged  the  advice   or  direftion   which 
it  had  always  been  competent  for  Judges  to  give  to  juries. 
In  fupport  of  his  opinion,  he  quoted  the  opinion  of  Mr, 
Juftice  Hale,  who  had  faid,   "  It  is  theduty  of  the  Judge 
**  to  give  advice  upon  matters  of  faft,  and  dire£lion  in 
•'  matter  of  law."     And   this  opinion  was  fupportcd  by 
that  Judge,  who,  of  all  others,  was  the  mofl  favourable 
to  the  rights  of  juries,  Mr.  Juftice  Vaughan.     He  who 
had  always  fhewn  fuch  inclination  to  protedl  the  rights 
of  juries,  had  put  the  cafe  precifely  in  the  fame  manner. 
The  faft  was  ftated  to  be  fo  or  fo,  and  then  the  jury  were 
bound  to  find  the  affirmative  or  the  negative  of  that  faft ; 
and  even  if  when  they  had  found  it,  and  changed  their 
opinion,  it  might  be  altered  before  it  was  recorded  ;  but 
the  duties  of  the  Court  appeared  to  him  to  be  quite  clear 
as  they  had  always  flood — De  jure  refpondent  judtces^  deface- 
to  juratu    Whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  others,  and 
he  underftood  there  were  doubts  by  many  with  whom  he 
had  the  honour  to  aft,  yet  he  muft  confefs  he  could  not 
bring  his  mind  to  doubt  upon  the  fubjeft.     Here  his  Lord- 
ihip  again  took  notice  of  the  cafe  of  this  bill,  as  it  would 
affcdl  demurrer Sj  and  made. many  other  profeffional  objec- 
tions.    He  obferved,  that  this  bill  involved  fome  contra- 
diftions;  for  after  telling  the  Judge  what  he   is  not  to 
do,  it  proceeds- to  telling  him  what  he  is  to  do,  and  pre- 
fcribes  his  duties  in  a  manner  not  confiftent  with  each 
other.     In  point  of  hiftory,  he  maintained  there  was  no 
cafe  whatever  fimilar  to  the  prefent  bill ;  it  would  let  li- 
bels loofe  upon  the  world  without  thofereftridlions  with- 
in which  tlfey  had  hitherto  been  kept ;  and  if  this  wafe 
to  be  the  cafe  with  libels,  he    aflved  what  was  to  be  the 
cafe  with  incendiary  letters?    To  what  extent  was  thfe 
one  to  proceed,  and  where  was  the  other  to  be  left  ?— 
Libels  and  incendiary  letters  had  always  been  confidered 
in  pari  materia.     He  trufled  that  great  caution  was  to  be 
©bferved  in  the  alteration  of  a  law  that  flood  the  tcft  of 
ages,  and  under  which  this  country  had  arrived  at  leaft 
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to  as  great  and  as  rational  a  flate  of  freedom  as  any  on 
the  face  of  the  globe.  Such  was  his  opinion  ;  and  if  it 
fliould  happen  that  thofe  whofe  habits  led  them  more  into 
the  ftudy  of  that  part  of  the  law  than  himfelf,  fhould 
agree  with  him,  he  fliould  give  hisliegatiye  to  the  pre- 
fent  bill.  He  believed  he  had  ftated  enough  for  his  pre- 
fent  purpofe,  and  he  believed  that  the  dodlrine  he  had 
fupported  had  been  uniformly  laid  down  by  all  the  Judges 
lince  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  ;  but  their  Lordfliips 
would  find  the  whole  law  on  this  cafe  better  explained 
in  the  paper  upon  the  table  of  that  Houfc,  than  in  the 
difcuflion  of  any  topic  whatever.  He  therefore  moved, 
**  that,  inftead  of  now,  this  bill  be  read  a  fecond  time 
^*  on  Tuefday  the  24th  of  April  next." 

Earl  FITZ  WILLI  AM  profefled  his  warmeft  appro- 
bation  of  the  bill,  and  juftified  his  now  bringing  it  for- 
ward to  the  Houfe.  But  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  confidered  it  as  a  bill  on  which  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges  fliould  be  taken,  and  as  that  required  time,  he 
fliould  aflent  to  the  motion  for  the  fecond  reading  on  the 
24th  of  April. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  faid,  that  he  faw  no  reafon  for 
the  interference  of  the  Judges*  The  conftitution  had 
vefted  in  the  three  branches  of  the  Legiflature  the  power 
of  making  laws  ;  the  Judges  made  not  an  atom,  as  Judges, 
in  that  Legiflature ;  and  therefore,  when  a  doubt  arofe 
concermng  any  one  a£t  they  pafl'ed,  moft  undoubtedly 
they  who  enafted  that  law,  who  debated  on  its  prin- 
ciple, and  who  had  well  weighed  and  confidered  the 
caufe  and  the  efi^edl  it  was  intended  to  produce,  were 
the  moft  proper  perfons  to  declare  what  that  law  meant. 
It  was  merely  rifing  to  explain. 

The  learned  Lord  had  hinted  fomething  like  an  opi- 
nion that  Judges  were  to  diredk  juries  what  their  ver- 
difts  fliould  be ;  and  he  had  faid,  fuch  were  the  practices 
of  the  Courts  fince  the  reign  of  Elizabeth.  But,  thank 
God  !  the  enlightened  day  was  arrived,  when  the  con- 
ftitution of  this  country  was  to  be  conftrued  in  its  true 
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meaning.  If  the  Judge  direfted  the  jury,  if  he  biaffed 
them  in  his  charge,  the  virtue  of  trial  by  jury  was  loft  ; 
*  the  twelve  men  in  the  box  became  cyphers,  the  mere 
tools  of  the  Bench  ;  they  were  unworthy  the  name  of 
citizens,  they  were  out  of  the  catalogue  of  freemen  ;  but 
the  grand  point  in  which  our  liberties  would  be  moft  af- 
fe£led  was,  by  leaving  the  freedom  of  the  prefs  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Judges.  ' 

Confiderino:  the  whole  of  this  bufmefs,  he  faw  not  the 
leaft  reafoa  for  waiting  until  the  Judges  returned  from 
the  circuits.  They  made  no  part  of  the  Legislature  ;  and 
confequentlyit  became  a  kind  of  difgrace  to  the  wifdom 
of  the  Legiflature,  that  they  could  not  pafs  an  adl  to  ex- 
plain what  they  had  done,  without  aflcing  the  Judges 
whether  they  were  right  in  fo  doing.  This  was  fetting 
the  Judges  above  the  fpnate,  and  making  Parliament  the 
mere  echo  of  their  fervants. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faw  great  propriety  in  confult- 
ing  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  on  thi^  bill.     He  heard  no- 
thing  faid  againft  that  confultation,  but  that  the  Judges 
were  a  party.     This  he  hoped  would  turn  out  not  to  be 
true  ;  he  conceived  that  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain, 
ivho  are  capable  of  fitting  on  juries,  had  as  good  a  right 
to  maintain  by  this  bill,  as  the  Judges  had  to  defend  their 
integrity.     If  ever  there  was  a  queftion  to  be  argued  in 
the  manner  propofed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  woolfack,  this  was  of  that  defcription  ;  and  he  was 
well  convinced,  that  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  Judges 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  that  Houfe ;  for  he  was 
perfuaded  the  Judges  had  only  one  wifh,  which  was,  to 
difchargc  their  duty.     As  to  the  obfervation  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  that  he  had   no  doubt,  he  muft  beg* 
leave  to   fay,  that  fome  doubt   muft  have  exifted  fomc-» 
where,  or  there  could  not  have  been  fuch  diverfity  of  opi- 
nion  on  the  fubjeft.     This  made  It  £t   that  the  Judges 
ftioiild  be  confulted,  and  when  their  Lord/hips  were  fa- 
tisfied  on  that  pointj  they  would  proceed  upon  the  fub- 
jeft.      He  could   not  conceive  that   a   more  important 
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duty  could  belong  to  their  Lordfliips  than  the  confide- 
ration  of  the  prefent  bill.  It  was  eflential  to  the  future 
-welfare  of  the  State,  that  proper  impreiEons  fhould  be 
made  on  this  occafion.  Libels  had  lately  taken  a  high 
leap  indeed  ;  inftead  of  gratifying  private  malice  againft 
individuals,  or  fimply  arraigning  the  condudl  of  Mini- 
ft^rs,  they  openly  and  avowedly  attacked  the  conflitii- 
tion,  folicited  the  people  to  fly  in  the  face  of  their  own 
happinefs,  and  in  a  manner  intreated  them  to  fubvert  the 
goverr^ment  of  the  nation.  He  fpoke  with  confidence  in 
the  opinion  of  the  people  upon  this  fubjeft,  and  trufted 
that  they  would  not  be  mifled  by  fuch  publications  ;  but 
then  it  was  highly  necefTary,  at  fuch  a  time,  that  the 
law,  by  which  fuch  publications  may  be  tried,  fliould 
be  clearly  afcertained.  He  heartily  concurred  .with  the 
amendment,  for  the  purpofe  of  giving  this  fubjedl  all 
poflible  attention  and  folemnity. 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid,  that  whenever  he  had  the 
misfortune  to  differ  from  the  two  noble  Lords,  who  had 
agreed  to  poftpone  the  fecond  reading  of  this  bill,  he 
fliould  fubmit  to  the  Houfe  the  reafon  of  that  difference. 
The  objeAions  that  had  been  urged  againfl  the  fecond 
reading  of  this  bill,  appeared  to  him  to  belong  to  the 
fubjeft  when  the  meafure  was  before  a  Committee,  and 
that  was  the  ftage,  if  any,  that  fliould  be  poflponed. 
But  he  fliould  not  take  it  up  on  that  narrow  ground  ; 
he  fliould  take  it  up  on  the  ground,  that  there  is  no  doubt 
upon  the  fubjefl — no  doubt  upon  what  the  law  ought  to 
be  in  future,  or  upon  what  the  law  is  at  prefent.  When 
their  Lordfhips  heard  the  reading  of  this  bill,  and  found 
it  was  relating  to  trial  by  jury,  and  the  liberty  of  the 
prefs,  they  would  be  furely  conyinced  there  was  no  Eng- 
lifli  mind,  or  Englifh  heart,  that  did  not  participate  in 
the  difcuflSon  of  the  fubjeft,  or  that  was  not  deeply  en- 
gaged in  the  freedom  of  this  country.  .  This  point  now 
before  the  Houfe,  was  fo  inferwoven  with  the  conftitution 
of  this  country,  that  it  became  peculiarly  interefling  to 
every  Englifliman. 
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There  weref  five  material  principles  on  whkh  the  con- 
flitution  of  this  country  was  founded,  every  one  of  which 
was  clear  and  folid*  The  firfl:  was  founded  on  the  right 
every  man  had  to  be  protefted  in  his  perfon  and  property 
from  the  government.  Secondly,  the  liberty  he  enjoyed 
todifcufs  allpubiic  fubje<fls,  and  to  give  his  opinion  freely 
without  fear  or  dread,  in  what  way  he  pleated.  This 
was  chiefly  fupported  by  the  liberty  of  the  prefs,  and  a 
greater  bleffing  no  ftate  could  have ;  he  meartt  the  free 
difcuffion  of  public  fubje(fls ;  he  did  not  mean  to  fay  that 
this  liberty  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the  private  cafes  of 
iadividuals.  It  confified,  as  a  national  objeft,  in  the  dif- 
cuflion  of  every  thing  that  related  to  Government.  1  his 
was  the  four.dation  of  the  liberty  of  this  country.  The 
third  principle  was  that  which  wc  found  recorded  in  our 
ancient  law,  under  the  term  of  declaration  of  rights,  and 
afterwards  in  our  bill  of  rights,  on  which  the  people  have 
a  right  to  arm  in  their  own  defence,  without  which  there 
was  no  freedom,  at  leail  there  was  no  fecurity  for  the 
continuance  of  freedom,  either' againft  internal  attempts 
to  eltablifli  the  abfolute  power  of  an  individual,  or  againft 
the  inviifion  of  an  enemy.  The  people  fliould  be  armed 
as  much  to  prevent  the  peace  of  the  country  from  being 
difturbed,  as  to  prevent  or  repel  all  attack  from  a  foreign 
power.  Had  this  been  the  cafe,  we  fhould  not  now  have 
to  refleA  on  the  difgrace,  to  which  this  country  was  re- 
duced in  the  year  1780.  Nor  fhould  we  have  had  the 
more  recent  fliame  of  July  Lift  in  the  infamous  riots  in 
the  town  of  Birmingham-  -Why  did  thofe  things  hap- 
pen ?  It  was  becaufc  the  people  were  not  armed.  The 
fourth  was  the  repr£fentative  form  of  Government  of  this 
country,  the  modification  of  which  was,  that  each  per- 
fon had  a  fliare  in  forming  regulations  for  the  good  of  the 
whole  community.  The  grand  principle  by  which  thip 
was  fupported  was,  reprefentation  in  Parliament,  by 
which  it  might  be  faid  that  no  maq  can  be  affefted  in  per- 
ion  or  property,  but  by  a  law  of  his  own  makiag.     The 
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fifth  was,  that  as  by  the  reprefentation  of  the  country  no 
law  can  be  made  againft  any  man  without  his  confcnt,  fo 
by  the  trial  by  jury,  the  people  have  a  right  to  interpret 
their  own  law.  This  was  the  plain  common  fenfe  of  the 
ties  by  which  this  nation  was  held  together.  If  any  one 
of  thefe  points  was  defeftive,  then  the  true  conftitution 
of  this  country  was  incomplete.  In  none  of  them  was 
there  more  care  to  be  taken  on  the  part  of  the  people  than 
that  of  the  liberty  of  the  prefs,  of  which  the  cafe  of  libels 
made  a  material  fhare-  A  libel  depended  upon  four,  or 
at  leaft  on  three  or  four  points- -Firft,  the  publication, 
which  of  itfelf  was  harmlefs,  but  on  which  the  djubt 
arofe  for  which  this  bill  was  to  provide  a  remedy;  and 
here  he  muft  fay,  that  the  idea  of  guilt  in  a  publication 
merely  was  ridiculous ;  for  in  that  cafe  there  would  fel- 
doni  be  any  thing  to  try,  and  in  which  cafe  inuendos 
would  be  totally  fuperfluous,  for  the  publication  was  ge- 
nerally a  thing  not  at  all  difputed*  But  whether  the 
publication  was  or  was  not  proper ;  and  in  that  view 
came  the  averment,  ftating,  for  inftance,  Dover,  that 
was  Dover  in  fuch  a  place  in  the  county  of  Kent ;  or 
Calais,  Calais  in  fuch  a  place.  But  words  might  be  fo 
plain,  that  there  need  be  no  inuendos  ;  in  all  which  cafes, 
the  juries  were  to  judge  of  the  whole  matter  before  them« 
Secondly,  what  was  the  law  upon  the  fubjed,  a  point 
which  always  appeared  to  him  to  partake  rather  of  fa£l 
than  of  law  :  it  was  a  queiUon  of  fadl  whether  a  perfon 
had  tranfgrefled  the  law.  Thirdly,  the  crinrinal  inten- 
tion. Fourthly,  the  right  of  the  jury  to  try  the  whol^ 
matter.  This  the  Judges  had  ufurped.  They  had  under- 
taken to  diredl  the  jury  on  the  inuendos,  and  left  them  only 
to  judge  of  the  faft  of  the  publication  ;  they  had  defired  the 
Jury  to  leave  the  criminal  part  of  the  intention  out  of  the  cafe. 
This  was  the  moft  material  part,  and  of  which  the  jury  onlf 
ought  to  judge  without  fhewing  caufe  to  any  perfon  whomfo* 
ever.  This  was  the  moft  charming  part  of  the  conftitution, 
and  this  it  was  which  the  Judges  had  fo  frequently  attempted 
to  take  out  of  the  hands  of  the  jury.    The  defendant  fhould 
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not  be  found  guilty  and  given  up  to  a  Judge  for  punifliment^ 
if  he  could  fatisfy  a  jury  that  he  had  no  criminal  intention. — 
And  why  (hould  the  Judges  attempt  to  take  from  the  jury  the 
moft  important  part  of  their  jurifdifiion  ?  This  was  declar- 
ing on  the  law,  and  cnafting  it-  It  was  not  law — or  if  it 
was,  it  ought  not  to  be  law — and  he  hoped  their  Lordfliips* 
opinion  would  be,  that  this  arbitrary  power  fhouldbe  wrefted 
from  the  Judges  by  force — without  it  the  liberty  of  the  prefs 
was  a  mere  chimera — the  liberty  of  the  prefs  would  be  talked 
pf  in  vain ;  and  in  vain  too  would  be  boailed  the  power  of 
Parliament."  He  wifhed  their  Lordfhips  to  refledl  for  a  mo- 
ment on  the  utility  of  the  prefs.  Suppofe,  for  an  inftant, 
that  a  King,  not  his  prefent  Majefty,  for  we  all  knew  his 
difpofition  pronounced  the  thing  impoffible  ;  but  fuppofe  a 
King  (hould  be  advifed  to  do  what  King  James  the  Second 
did — to  raife  money  without  the  vote  of  Parliament?^  How 
was  the  public  to  know  this  ?  They  never  could  but  from 
the  liberty  of  the  prefs*  Every  thing  valuable  in  the  confti- 
tution  of  this  country  depended  on  the  liberty  of  the  prefs, 

,  and  there  was  an  end  of  it,  if  the  trial  by  jury  was  not  free 
and  uncontrolcd.  The  Judges  claimed  a  diredlion,  which 
the  common  fcnfe  of  the  thing  denied  to  them  on  the  face  of 
it.  This  was  a  ferious  bufinefs,  and  their  Lordfhips  (hould 
take  care  not  to  trifle  with  it-  The  Commons  had  done  their 
duty,  as  honeft  men,  in  fending  this  bill  to  this  Houfe  ;  and 
if,  from  Avhatever  motive,  the  bill  did  not  pafs,  they  would 
have  the  table  covered  with  petitions,  not  only  this  year,  but 
the  year  after.  As  to  the  licentioufnefs  of  libels — let  the  pub- 
lic be  free — let  the  prefs  be  free — make  up  your  minds  to  do 
juftice,  and  fear  no  libels  ;  where  the  conftitution  was  free, 
there  was  nothing  to  be  dreaded  ;  a  conftitution  was-  free, 
which  refted  on  the  principle  he  had  mentioned ;  but  if>  by 
refufing  this  and  other  applications  for  juftice  on  the  part  of 
the  people,  it  (hould  be  rej^fted  or  trifled  with,  the  confe- 
quenccs  might  be  very  ferious.  Every  Government  refted 
upon  the  public  opinion.     He  had  feen  the  ftrongeft  of  them 

,  break  down,   when  that  opinion  was  loft-7-and  when  it  was, 
fo,  every  Government  ought  to  be  broken  down  ;    becaufe, 
00  Government  ought  to  continue  that  was  not  calculated 
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for  the  purpofes  of  protedion  to  the  wealth  and  profperity  of 
the  people.  He  could  not  agree  in  the  defire  of  having  the 
opinion  of  the  Judges  upon  this  fubjeft ;  he  faw  no  reafon 
why  the  Houfe  fhould  wait  a  moment  for  that  opinion,  upon 
a  queftion  that  was  fo  clear.  It  was  as  obvious  a  point,  and 
could  be  as  eafily  anfwered,  as  if  a  queftion  were  aflced,  whe- 
ther our  grand  Charter  fhould  be  repealed  ?  It  was  a  con- 
ftitutional  point,*  and  that  Houfe  could  want  no  affiftance  of 
the  Judges  upon  that  fubjeft.  It  was  a  point  to  be  governed 
by  juftice.  The  law  was  above  the  Judges !  The  conftitu- 
tion  was  above  their  Lordfhips !  Juftice  was  above  them  all ! 
The  eternal  principles  of  juftice  were  paramount  to  all ! — On 
it  were  founded  all  the  noble  rights  which  God  had  given  to 
mankind ! 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  obferved,  that  whatever  opinion 
might  have  been  entertained  upon  the  queftion  of  what  wa? 
the  law,-  this  was  a  bill  for  declaring  what  ought  to  be  the 
law,  it  was  an  enadling  law.  He  hoped  that  this  bill  would  ' 
be  fully  confidered,  and  finally  palfed,  left  there  fhould  here-  , 
after  be  a  difpute  between  the  Bench  and  the  jury ;  but  the 
deference  he  had  for  the  opinion  of  'the  noble  Lord  upon  the 
woolfack  induced  him  to  aflfept  to  the  motion. 

Lord  LAUDERDALE  faid,  he  did  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  near  him,  nor  did  he  go  the  length  that  he  had  done, 
becaufe  if  doftrines  to  the  extent  that  the  noble  Earl  had  ftated, 
were  to  be  admitted,  every  thing,  he  was  perfuaded,  would 
give  way  and  fall  into  confufion  ;  but  he  objefted  to  poftpon- 
ing  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill,  becaufe  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  not  ftated  what  the  fpecific  queftion  was 
that  he  wif];ied  to  put  to  the  Judges.  The  queftion  to  be 
hereafter  propofed  to  them,  his  Lord  (hip  faid,  might  be  of 
that  nature,  which  no  power  on  earth  could  induce  him  to 
\ote.  For  inftance,  fuppofe  the  queftion  fhould  be,  that  the 
Judges  fhould  declare,  **  what  ought  to  be  the  law  of  the 
"  country,  in  refpeft  to  the  law  of  libels."  That  queftion 
he  never  would  vote ;  and  therefore  if  they  were  to  put  ofF 
the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill,  in  order  to  put  a  queftion  to 
the  Judges,  his  voting  muft  depend  upon  his  knowing  what 
was  the  turn  and  tendency  of  the  queftion  to  be  propofed* 

Vol.  XXXIII.  Zz 


35+  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  179I. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  laid,  it  never,  he  believed,  had  en- 
tered into  any  man's  head  to  put  it  as  a  queftion  to  the  Judges 
Ivhat  ought  to  be  the  law  of  the  country,  in  refpc£l  to  libels  ^ 
but  to  know  from  the  beft  authority  what  the  law  was. 
•  At  length  the  queftion  was  put  oh  the  amendment,  which 
was  carried.  The  fecond  reading  of  the  bill  therefore  (lands 
for  Tuefday  the  24th  of  April. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Thurfdnyy  t2d  March. 

i 
Hedrd  Council  and  examined  evidence  on  a  divorCe  bill. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday  J  2yi  March. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  refolvft 
itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Quo  Warranto  bill,  the  Houfe 
rcfolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  accordingly,  and  Lord  Cath- 
cart  took  the  chair. 

Upon  the  following  claufe  being  read  by  the  Cletk,  viz. 
*'  Be  it  enadled  by  the  King's  moft  excellent  Majefty,  by 
**  and.  with  the  advice  and  confent  of  the  Lords  fpiritua! 
<<  and  temporal,  and  Comn!ions,  in  this  prefent  Parliament 
**  aflembled,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  fame,  that  from 
^^  and  after  the  firft  day  of  Hiliary  Term,  in  the  year  one 
•*  ihoufand  fevenhundred  and  ninety-three,  it  (hall  and  ma^ 
'*  be  lawful  for  the  defendant  or  defendants  to  any  infor- 
*'  mation  in  the  nature  of  a  Quo  Warranto,  for  the  cxer- 
**  cife  of  any  office  or  franchife  in  any  city,  borough,  or 
**  town  corporate,    whether  exhibited  with  leave  of  the 
**  Court,  or  by  His  Majefty's  Attorney  General,  or  other 
*'  Officer  of  the  Crown  on  behalf  of  His  Majefty,  by  vir- 
**  tue  of  any  Royal  prerogative  or»othcrwife,  and  each  and 
^*  every  of  them  feverally  and  refpeflively  to  plead  that  he 
**  or  they  had  firft  aflually  taketi  upon  themfelves,  or  held 
•*  or  executed  the  office  or  franchife  which  is  the  fubjcfl  of 
**  fi^ch  information,  eight  years  or  more  before  the  exhibit*- 
*^  ing  of  fach  information,  fuch  eight  years  to  be  reckoned 
"  and  compuled  fronji  the  day  on  which  fuch  defendant  fo 
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**  pleading  was  aflually  admitted  and  fworn  into  fuch  office 
<^  or  franchife;  which  plea  (hall  s^nd  may  be  pleaded  either 
**  fingly,  or  together  with  and  beddes  fuch  plea  as  he  or 
**  they  might  have  lawfully  pleaded  before  the  pafSng  of 
*'  this  Si6ky  or  fuch  fevera!  pleas  as  th^  Court  on  motion 
^  /hail  allow ;  and  if,  upon  the  trial  of  fuch  information 
"  the  iffue  joined  upon  the  plea  aforefaid  fliall  be  found  for 
"  the  defendant  or  defendants,  or  any  of  them,  he  or  they 
^^  fliall  be  intitjed  to  judgement,  and  to  fuch  and  tlie  like 
"  coils  as  he  or  they  would  by  law  have  been  intitled  to,  if 
«  a  verdift  and  judgement  had  been  given  for  him  or  them 
♦*  upon  the  merits  of  his  or  their  title." 

The  Duke  of  NOR  FOLK  moved,  that  the  word  ««  Hi- 
<i  lary'**  be  changed  to  that  of  **  Trinity,"  which  was 
agreed  to. 

Lord  KENYON  rofe  to  propofe  an  amendment.  His 
Lordfliip  ftated  it  to  be  the  rule  of  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  to  limit  the  proceedings  by  Quo  Warranto,  to  the 
term  of  fix  years.  No  reafon,  his  Lordfhip  fa  id,  having 
been  given  for  extending  the  period  to  eight  years,  and  be* 
ing  perfuaded  that,  if  the  real  objed^  of  the  bill  was  that 
which  it  profefled  to  have  in  view,  the  promotion  of  quiet 
and  tranquillity  in  corporations,  that  fuch  objedl  would  be 
beft  obtained  by  fliortcning,  rather  than  by  lengthening  the 
time  in  which  proceedings  might  be  had,  he  therefore  would 
move  to  have  the  word  eight  omitted,  for  thepurpofe  of  fub- 
fiitutingthe  word  fix. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  fupportrd  this  motion, 
and  confi^dered  this  as  a  bill  to  repofe  litigations  and  contefls 
in  boroughs  and  corporations,  in  which  cafe  the  fliorter  pe« 
riod  appeared  to  him  the  better. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  pointed  out  the  po.ffible  injuf- 
tice  that  might  prife  fcom  the  concealment  of  tranfa6lions 
in  boroughs.  Perfons  flight  get  clandeftinely  into  a  free* 
dom,  and  an  eledlion  n>ig)it  happen  near  feven  years  after- 
wards, and  this  jfelfe  .right  could  not  be  attacked,  becaufe 
the  .fix  years  had  elapfed  fiqce  the  admiffion.     The  reafon 

wby.  the  eight  years  w.exe  pi^ppqfed  wf\s,  that  ^s  feveo  years 
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was  the  legal  exiftence  of  Parliament,  an  eIe£tion  could  not 
happen  \^ithout  affording  an  opportunity  to  call  on  a  perfon 
claiming  the  right  of  eledlion,  to  fliew  by  what  authority  he 
made  that  claim. 

Earl  STANHOPE  was  of  the  fame  opinion. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  thought  it  rather  a  ten- 
der and  delicate  point  for  that  Houfe  to  alter  a  claufe  in  a* 
bill,  fo  peculiarly  affefling  the  rights  of  the  Commons. 

The  queftion  was  put — the  Houfe  divided, 

Contents  for  the  amendment  -  9 

Not  Contents  -  -  -  6 

After  a  claufe  being  propofed  by  Lord  Ken  yon  and  adopted, 
the  Houfe  went  through  the  bill— Lord  Cathcart  reported 
progrefs,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  received  on  Mon- 
day next,  to  which  day  the  Houfe  adjourned, 

Monday y    26th  March. 

The  order  of  the  day,  that  Richard  Cookfey,  in  cuftody 
of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  be  brought  to  the  bar,  to  anfwer 
the  complaint  made  againft  him,  for  a  breach  of  privilege, 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  Coohfey  was  brought  to  the  bar,  and  fald,    , 

My  Lords,  Is  it  your  pleafure  that  I  now  proceed  in 
my  defence  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  Mr.  Cookfey,  you 
are  brought  here  on  a  charge  of  breach  of  privilege;  their 
Lordftiips  are  willing  to  he^r  what  you  have  to  fay  in  your 
defence. 

Mr.  Coohfey  then  proceeded  to  read  his  defence,  in  the  fol- 
lowing words : 

<«  My  Lords, 

**  Before  I  fay  one  word  in  my  defence,  allow  me  tore- 
turn  your  Lordfhips  rriy  fincere  and  humble  thanks  for 
having  granted  me  rime  to  receive  from  the  country  fome 
letters,  which  I  deemed  of  material  importance. 

**  I  deemed  them,  my  Lords,  of  material  importance, 
both  to  your  Lordfhips  and  myfelf;   to  your  Lordfhips  as 
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enabling  you  to  form  a  complete  and  impartial  decifion, 
confi'ftent  with  the  dignity  of  this  high  tribunal,  and  which 
you  could  not  have  done,  if  your  Lordftiips  had  been  to 
judge  upon  a  fingle  letter,  written  under  the  imprefllon  of 
injury,  and  in  an  ungtiarded  moment.  To  myfelf  impor- 
tant, as  containing  fentiments  which  I  truft  will  have  a  fa* 
vourable  effeft  with  your  Lordfliips  when  they  fhall  have  ' 
been  con fi dared. 

**  I  can  affure  your  Lordfhips,  that  I  do  moft  fincerely 
lament,  that  any  ad  of  mine  fliould  have  brought  me  on 
fuch  an  occafion  as  the  prefent,  to  your  Lordfliips  bar,  and 
I  e^rneftly  prefumc  to  entreat  ydur  favourable  attention^ 
while  I  ftiortly  explain  to  your  Lordfliips,  the  nature  of 
my  cafe;  I  hope  your  Lordfliips  will  believe,  that  I  enter- 
tain the  moft  profound  refpeft  for  the  privileges  of  your 
Lordfliips'  order,  and  I  regret  with  unfeigned  fincerity  that 
the  violence  of  my  feelings  fliould  at  any  time  have  brought 
me  into  a  fituation,  which  fliould  be  thought  to  have  irt- 
fringed  thofeufeful  and  venerable  privileges  with  which  the 
Peerage  is  in  veiled. 

"  I  do  likewife  moft  fincerely  regret  that  the  fenfe  of 
what  I  conceived  to  be  unmerited  and  unprovoked  injury^ 
fliould  have  led  me  to  give  offence  to  the  noble  Earl  who  laid 
my  letter  before  this  Hpufe, 

**  I  had  been  taught  by  my  father,  to  refpe£l  him,  as  a 
gentleman  and  a  fcholar,  and  for  many  years,  I  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  being  civilly  received  by  his  Lordfliip;  no  of- 
fence on  my  part,  therefor©,  could  poflibly  have  been  the 
refuJtofpremediated  ill-will,  or  peifonal  rancour. 

••  Entertaining  fuch  fentiments  of  the  Earl  of  Coventry, 
as  I  have  juft  defcribed,  I  left  England  in  the  year  1789; 
during  my  refidence  abroad  I  conceived  an  inclination,  for 
particular  reafons,  not  material  for  your  Lordfliips'  confide- 
ration,  to  belong  to  the  Worcefterfhire  militia,  and  defired 
my  father,  in  my  abfence,  to  apply  to  Lord  Coventry  to 
grant  me  a  commiiTion  in  that  corps;  that  application  was 
rej6£led,  and  I  underftood  the  motives  of  the  objection  to 
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have  been  conveyed  in  terms  vrhich  carried  with  them,  in- 
fult  and  contumely. 

"  The  violence  of  my  feelings  overcame  the  deflates  of 
prudence,  and  I  addrefled  his  Lordfliip  in  a  manner  which, 
in  ray  cooler  moments,  I  am  ready  to  acknowledge  to  have 
been  mofl  improper. 

•*  But  the  fenfe  of  injury  being  ftrong,  the  impulfe 
which  dictated  my  expreflions  will,  I  hope,  be  pardoned  by 
a  tribunal  where  the  higheft  principles  of  honour  are  felt  and 
cultivated. 

**  I  fhall  ofc  the  freedom  to  lay  fome  letters  before  your 
Lordfliips;  a  letter,  from  the  Earl  of  Coventry  to  my  fa- 
ther, which  gave  rife  to  that  letter  of  mine,  which  is  the 
fubjefl  of  complaint,  is  loft  or  miflaid,  but  my  father's  an- 
fwer  will  explain  its  contents. 

**  By  the  tenor  of  my  fubfecpient  letters  it  will  appear, 
that  it  did  not  require  the  impending  rcprehenfions  of  this 
great  and.  refpeftaWe  Aflembly  to  induce  me  to  alter  my 
tone  and  my  expreflions.  I  continued  to  feel  the  injury 
with  great  poignancy,  but  I  had  by  refleflion  obtained  the 
language  of  moderation. 

**  I  truft,  my  Lords,  that  thefe  letters  will  prove  to 
yottr  Lordfhips  the  truth  of  what  I  have  aHedged,  and  will 
fetisfy  this  Houfe  that  I  fincerely  regret  tlie  intemperance 
ef  my  language. 

*•  I  requeft  your  Lordfhips  to  confider,  whether  und^ 
all  thefe  circumftances,  my  ofFence  is  not  palliated  by  the 
caufes  tvhich  gave  rife  to  it ;  whether  it  is  not  exculpated  hy 
the  ft  rain  of  my  fubfequent  correfpondence,  and  whether 
I  could  have  made  unconditional  fubmiffion  without  being 
|3Ifgraced  ? 

**  Permit  me  likewife  to  requeft  your  Lordfhips  to  con- 
Ider  whether  the  nature  of  the  offence,  in  which  I  am  fup- 

» 

pofed  to  be  involved,  can  be  deemed  to  relate  to  the  privi- 
lege of  Peerage,  and  even  if  it  ftiould  be  fo  confidered,  whe- 
ther my  fubfequent  conduft  and  expreffious,  together  with 
my  prefent  fincere  contrition,  do  not  obliterate  my  -offence? 
3 
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Under  thefr  obfcrvations,   I^proceed  to  lay  tlie  letters  be* 
{ore  your  Lordfhips. 

Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Holland  Cookfcy,  Efq,  to  the  Right  Hoa. 

the  Eari  of  Coventry. 

Bracts  I^igiy  Augvfi  29,   ly^o^ 
My  Lord, 
My  wonder  at  your  Lordfhip's  taking  fo  much  time,  contrary 
to  your  ufual  punctuality,  for  anfwering  my  application  of  the 
17th  inft.  ceafes  on  receiving  this  inilant  your's  of  the  25th,  con- 
taining an  anfwer  very  harfli  and  unfit  to  be  returned  to  me,  to 
whom  I  boldly  aver  your  Lordfhip  is  under  many  public  and  pri* 
vatc  obligations,  and  unbecoming  you  to  give,  being  falfe  in  fac^, 
.  Let  me  remind  you,  that,  as  His  Majcfty's  Lieutenant,  you  arc 
not  empowered  to  gratify  private  partialities  or  prejudices,  but  to 
execute  duties  and  powers  committed  to  you  by  the  laws  of  your 
coantfy. 

I  therefore  ndtify  to  your  Lordfhip,  that  Richard  Cookfcy, #/q, 
fon  and  heir  apparent  to  the  poifeilbr  of  the  manors  of  Bmccs 
Leigh,  Lulfley,  and  lands  in  Claines,  of  double  the  yiearly  vslue 
of  your  pretended  lift  of  offers  for  commiflions,  hereby  offers  him- 
f^lr  to  accept  a  commiilion  as  Major  in  the  Worcc^erlhire  milida, 
and  is  on  his  return  to  England. 

Your  Lordfliip  will  a<5t  upon  this  formal  notification  as  yott 
(hall  think  fit.  That  adion  iliall  direct  the  future  feelings  and  re- 
fentment  of 

Your*s, 

H,  COOK6EY, 


Cpps  of  a  Letttr  adJreJJed  to  Richard  Cookfey,  Efq,  vjritten  on  ffje 
hack  of  the  above  copy  of  the  letter^  by  H.  Cookfcy,  J^fq*  dated 
Braces  Leigh^  March  17,   1 79 1. 

My  firft  application  was  to  Lamb,  as  a  matter  of  courfc,  to  make 
out  any  commij/ion  for  you  in  the  militia /jjy^<?/V  as  poffihle. 

On  its  being  delayed,  I  wrote  to  him  in  the  *v€ry  terms  of^jis 
former  letter  to  me^  whi^h  your  filter  inclofes,  and  of  which  take 
great  care. 

His  anfwer  provoked  that  on  the  other  fide. 

.  The  letter  complained  of  by  the  Earl  of  Coventry,  as  ^ 
i)reach  of  privilege,  as  their  Lordfhips  had  heard  it,  Mr. 
Cookfey,  after  noticing  it,  did  not  read  at  the  bar.    , 

To  that  letter,  for  which  fee  the  proceedings  of  the  1 6th 
of  March,  the  following  was  the  anfwer : 

Copy  of  Lord  Coventry's  Anfwer : 
Sir, 
The  only  reafon  I  (hall  give  at  prefcnt  to  a  very  rude  letter,  is, 
that  I  perfectly  concurred  with  all  the  Deputy  Lieutenaiit&y  in 
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thinking  thatapcrfon  avowedly  purfuing  his  travels  into  foreigb 
partSy  was  unfit  to  hold  a  com  million  in  a  provincial  regiment,  and 
particularly  that  of  Mnjor.  If  your  meaning  is  to  affront  nfe,  be- 
caufe,  in  the  execution  of  my  office,  I  ftudied  the  welfare  of  the 
county  of  VVorcefler,  I  (hall  know  how  to  vindicate  my  own  ho- 
nour, and  will  do  it  by  fuch  means  as  all  the  world  fliall  approve. 
It  is  rather  lingular  that  the  llight  you  complain  of,  fliould  have 
Jain  dormant  in  your  bread  fcr  more  than  a  twelvemonth  iincc 
the  event  happened,  and  that  you  fliould  have  been  in  England 
great  pan  of  the  time.   'lam, 

Your's,  &c. 

COVENTRY. 
Crcomey  Jan.  ii,   1792- 

.    Mr.  Cookfey  fald,  he  would  next  read  his  reply- 

Th'e  Earl  of  COVENTRY  inftantly  rofe,  and  informed 

-their  Lordfhips,  that  after  the  letter  of  his  writing,  all  cor- 

refpondence  between  Mr.  Cookfey  and  himfelf  was  barred  ; 

be  denied,  therefore,  any  knowledge  of  any  future  letters  that 

Mr.  Cookfey  might  have  written  to  him. 

Mr.  Cookfey  faid,  W^hatl  my  Lords,  am  not  I  to  be 
heard  in  my  defence  ?  At  leaft,  may  I  not  be  permitted  to 
read  letters  which  tend  to  extenuate  my  fault  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  addrefling  him  from  the 

woolfack,  faid,  Mr.  Cookfey,  you  have  hitherto  condufted 

your  defence  with  great  temper  and  moderation,  and  you  have 

.been  well  advifed  in  fo  doing.     Let  me  recommend  to  you 

^to  obferve  the  fame  temper  and  difcretion  in  what  you  have 

fcrthcr  to  offer  to  their  Lordfhips'  confideration,  a  deviation 

•  from  which  has  brought  you  into  your  prefent  fituation. 

Mr.  Cookfey  faid,  I  hope  I  fhall,  my  Lord ;  and  then 
proceeded  to  read  the  following 

Ccpy  of  the  Anfiver  <7/*P.ichar4  Cookfey,  Efq,   to  the  Letter  of  the 
Right  Hon,  the  Earl  of  QoyttiWy^  dated  Jan.  11,  1792. 

,         My  Lord, 

I  lit  aown  to  give  your  letter  a  cool  and  deliberate  anfwer.  Had 

■  your  Lordfliip,  at  the  time  of  refuting  me  a  coitimiffion  in  the 
Worcefterfliire  militia,  affigned  the  reafons  for  it  contained  in  your 

,  later  of  to-day,  and  which  I  never  before  heard,  your  Lordfliip 
would  never  have  had  reafon  to  complain  of  the  rudenefs  of  any 
exprellions  of  mine,  addrefled  perfonally,  or  written  to  you.  My 
conduct  to  you,  previous  to  this  application,  I  believe,  you  well 
know,  was  nia»'ked  with  every  attention  due  to  your  fuperior  rank^ 
though  never  with  fervility. 

No  man  living  more  wifhes  to  pafs  peaceably  through  life  thaa 
my  fclf,  and  I  difclaim  every  "  intention  to  affront  your  Lordfliip, 
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**  hecaufey  in  the  execution  of  your  office^  you  (ludied  the.  welfare  of 
"  the;  county  of  Worcefter."  No  man  wiflics  more  the  welfare  of 
the  county  of  Worcefter  than  I  do,  becaufe  I  have  received  ytrf 
diftinguimin^  marks  of  the  favour  of  its  inhabitants;  but  it  is  be- 
caufe your  Lordftiip  thought  proper  to  aflign  a  very  diftcrent,  and 
a  very  cruel  reafon,  namely,  to  ufe  your  own  words,  *'  pecuniary 
•  objetflions." 

There  is  a  jealoufyj  my  Lord,  about  a  man  who  is  not  rich, 
which  you,  from  your  fituation,  cannot  feel.  If  liberally  educated, 
he  will  pafs  over  with  contempt  a  taunt  from  a  vulgar  in  the  ftreet ; 
biit  if  he  receives  it 'from  a  Peer,  it  will  rankle  in  his  mind,  and 
dignify  revenge. 

[Mr.  Cookfey  here  explained,  that  he  meant  no  other 
caufe  of  rankling^  than  the  acute  feeling  of  an  injury  at  the 
moment,  not  cfialice.] 

I 

That  has  prompted  every  expreflion  I  have  ufcd— 

[Here,  my  Lords,  faid  Mr.  Cookfey,  I  beg  leave  to  ex- 
plain myfelf*  I  did  not  mean  the  word  that  to  refer  to  r/- 
venge  ;  I  meant  an  infult  of  that  kind — an  injury  of  Juch  a 
iiature — by  no  means  malice  or  revenge.     I  feel  neither.] 

and  as  your  Lordfhip  ha&  not  anfwered  that  material  part  of  my  let- 
ter, I  maintain  the  fame  fentimcnts  of  yoiir  condiia  towards  rae^ 
and  am  as  ready  to  put  my  character  to  the  world's  dcciliou,  as  can 
be  your  Lbrdfhip. 

1  have  hitherto  deferred  bringing  this  matter  to  an  iffue,  con- 
ceiving the  moil  proper  time  would  be  the  expiration  of  Major 
Mole's  commiflion.  Your  intended  departure  for  London  hadened 
it« 

I  am,  my  Lord, 

Your's,  &c. 

R.  COOKSEY. 

[Before  Mr.  Cookley  read  the  fubfequent  letter,  he  ex- 
plained that  it  was  ^  letter  from  Mr.  Wigley,  the  Member 
for  Worcefter,  of  whom,  if  he  had  feen  him  in  the  Houfe, 
he  meant  to  have  aflced  leave  to  read  his  letter  previous  to  his 
taking  that  liberty  ;  but  as  the  letter  was  a  perfeSly  proper 
one  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Wigley,  although  he  differed  with 
him  fomewhat  in  fentiment,  he  hoped  his  reading  it  in  his 
juftification  would  not  be  thought  an  indelicate  freedom-] 

Dear  Cookfey,  , 

A  day  or  two  ago,  I  had  fome  converfation  with  Lord  Coreptry 
bn  the  fubjed  of  your  letters  to  him,  which  I  read  with  no  fmail 
dcgriee  of  furprife,    as  well  as  cdnccrn,  and  own  I  felt  a  f«tiafac- 
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tion,  when  he  remarked,,  that  you  obferved  you  had  not  feen  hia 
to  your  father,  and  fcemed  even  defirous  that  you  iliould  acknow- 
ledge yourmiftake.  As  a  mutual  friend,  he  requefted  me  to  fpeak 
to  you,  which  from  the  regard  Tbear  to  you,  as  well  as  to  his 
Lordfliip,  I  readily  undertook.  Let  me  requeft  you  to  perufe 
th»)le  letters,  and  I  doubt  not  you  will  fee  the  tranfacStion  in  the 
light  that  will  induce  you  to  relieve  him  from  the  difagreeable  nc- 
cellity  of  unpleafant  noeafurcs,.  and  on  your  account,  give  real  plea- 
lure  to 

YourSy  very  fincerely, 

EDZvL  WIGLEY. 
Temple,  Feb.  7,  1792. 


Cofy  of  a  Letter  fcnt  to  Mr.   Wigley,    Fehruary  i^th  1792,  in 
Anfwer  to  his  of  the  Sth  Inf.     [It  was  fo  franked.] 

Dear  Wigley, 
^  I  very  fincerely  thank  you,  for  the  expreffions  of  regard  con- 
tained m  your  letter  to  me^    on  the  fubjcdi  of  Lord  Coventry's 
converfation  with  you.  . 

His  Lordfiiip,  I  alTureyou,  could  not  have  applied  to  any  per- 
fon  more  acceptable  to  me,  or  to^hom  I  would  more  readily  fub- 
xnit  the  decifion,  on  my  conduct  in  this  affair. 

Lord  Coventry  little  knows  me,  if  he  thinks  I  would  retradl 
any  expreflion  I  have  ufed,  unlefs  upon  the  fuUeil  convidion  of 
error* 

On  receiving  your  letter,  I  rode  over  to  Braces  Leigh  to  obtain 
the  Jetters,  which  pafTed  between  Lord  Coventry  and  my  father^ 
copies  of  which  I  intended  to  have  fent  you>  but  my  father  being 
at  prefent  attacked  by  the  gout  in  his  eyes^  he  is  not  able  to  fearch 
among  his>papers%  for  them  ^  but  as  I  bope  he  will  recover  his  fight^ 
at  prefent  much-weakened,  in  a  Oiort  time,  I  will  take  theearlieil 
opportunity  of  fending;  them  to  you.  My  father,  I  believe,  put 
the  fame  ^onftrudtion  on  his  Lordfliip's  refufal  of  the  commiffionand 
on  his  reafons,  which  I  did,  and  which,  I  think,  drew  from  him 
fome  expreffions  of  a  very  ftrong  nature  towards  his  Lordfhip,  and 
of  which  the  word  "  pecuniary'*  was  one. 

I  have  long  been  prepared  for  one  mode  of  deciHon ;  there  are 
two  others  to  which  I  know  I  mitfi^  however  reludantly,  fubmit. — 
His  Lordihip  muft  purfue  the  line  of  c6ndu<5l  which  he  thinks 
moft  becoming  him  ;  but  if,  from,  a  perufal  of  thofe  letters^  1  find 
myfclf  to  haveproceeded  from  an  error  of  words,  or  of  judgement 
ill  the  conftru^bion  I  have  put  upon  them,  I  Ihall  be  ready  to  ac- 
knowledge it,  conceiving  it  to  be  the  part  of  every  man  of  honour 
and  honeily  to  do  fo, 

I  remain.  Dear  Wigley, 

Yours  very  fincerely, 

RICH.  COOKSEY. 


Dear  Cook  fey, 
I  received  yours,  and  was  in  expectation  of -receiving  another  aU 
moft  immediately.    I  really  think  you  treat  Lord  Coventry's  wiiU 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  363 

for  amicable  terms,  too  lightly.     Let  me  beg  you  to  write  by  re- 
turn of  poil. 

Yours  truly, 
Temple,  Feb.  22,  1792.  E.  WIGLEY. 


Cofy  of  a  Litter  from  Mr.  R.  Cookfey  to  Edmund  Wiglcy,  Efq* 

Braces  Leigh^  Feb,  25,  1792. 
Dear  Wigley, 
I  received  your  letter  on   Friday  i>ight  only  at   thtS  place,  or 
Ihould  certainly  have  anfwered  it  by  return  of  poft,  as  you  deiired. 
I  by  no  means  would  wifli  to  be  underftood  to  "  treat  Lord  Co- 
ventry's wifli  for  amicable  terms  lightly.** 

I  wifli  fuch  terms  had  not  been  fii  ft  broken  by  his  Lordfliip ;  but 
as  he  thou|fht  fit  to  reprefent  me  to  his  Lieutenants  as  a  perfon  unfit 
for  the  polt  of  Majw,  and  as  his  treatment  of  me  in  this  manner 
is  a  matter  of  notoriety  in  the  county,  I  muft  confider  his  Lord- 
Ihip  as  the  aggreflbr,  and  flill  maintain  the  ground  on  which  1 
firft  took  this  matter  up. 

Unlefs  his  Lordfliip  Iha  11  in  the  fame  manner  acknowledge,  that 
no  obje6tion  now  exifls  to  fuch  an  appointment,  if  I  chofe  tofo- 
licit  it,  I  cannot  exprefs  regret  for  any  -expreffions  I  have  ufedf 
though  I  with  the  greateft  finccrity  acknowledge  my  forrow,  that 
his  condudtdrew  fuch  exprellions  from  me  as  I  thought  it  merited. 
If  for  a  moment  changing  lituations  with  me,  you  can  fuggeft 
to  me  wherein  I  have  been  guilty  of  any  impropriety,  or  chalk  out 
any  more  prober  line  of  accommodation^  I  aiTure  you  I  fliall  take  your 
opinion  well,  as  I  believe  it  will  be  well  intended,  toward, 

Dear  Wigley, 

Yours  very  flncerely, 

R.  COOKSEY.  , 


Dear  Cookfev- 
I  received  yours  ycfterday,  and  am  extremely  forry  to  find  you 
flill  perfift  in  your  fentiments  refpedling  Lord  Coventry,  and  that 
without  yet  having  feen  his  letter  to  your  father.  I  faw  him  this 
morning,  and  think  it  a  great  proof  of  his  moderation  that  he  has 
allowed  me  to  write  again  to  you,  before  he  proceeds  to  take  the 
ileps  which  his  lituation  certainly  demands,  and  which  are  only  to 
be  avoided  by  ^  full  apology,  1  can  point  out  another  mode  of  ac- 
commodation ;  if  you  approve  of  this,  I  fhall  be  happy  to  convey 
it ;  if  not,  I  muft  lament  the  inconvenience  you  will  bring  on  your- 
felf,  greater  perhaps  than  you  imagine.  1  fend  this  under  cover 
to  my  brother,  to  infure  its  fpeedy  delivery,  as  no  time  muft  be 
loft  )  but  he  is  unacquainted  with  the  contents.     Believe  me 

Yours,  truly, 

EDM.  WIGLEY. 
Rd.  Cookfey,  Efq.  Temple,  28th  Feb.  1792. 

Mr,'  Cookfey  explained,  that   the   following  letter  was 

written  from  a  friend's  houfc,  to  whofc  faiLily  he  was  on  a 

vifiC  at  the  tioie  : 

3  A  a 
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Lea  Caftky  March  2 ^  ^792» 
Dear  Wiglcy, 

In  my  way  to  this  place  yeftcrday,  I  met  your  brother's  fervant, 
who  delivered  me^  your  letter. 

I  havefpoken  fully  to  my  father  on  the  fubjeft,  and  am  more 
than  ever  Convinced  of  the  rectitude  of  my  conduct  in  this  affair, 
^though  I  am  forry  to  think  you  confider  it  in  another  light. 

Yor your  good  offices  accept  my  beft  thanks  ;  but  I  beg  you  to 
inform  Lord  Coventry,  that  if  his  modera^Aon  alone  withholds  his 
mighty  arm,  he  has  exercifed  that  virtue  only  too  long,  tooncfo 
infenfible  of  it  as  I  am. 

Tell  him  he  has,  without  the  leaft  provocation,  held  out  to  the 
county  of  Worccfler,  as  a  man  unqualified,  on  penuniary  grounds, 
for  the  pofl  of  Major,  one  whofe  family  held  (if  pecuniary  fubjeds 
mull  be  touched  upon)  the  largeft  poll'eHions  in  this  county  for 
centuries  before  his  Lordfhip's  was  known  in  it,  and  who  flill  retain 
property  fufficient  to  (liew  the  falfehood  of  fuch  an  objedlion.  As 
he  has  made  no  acknowledgement  of  his  ill  treatment  of  z»r,  I  fliould 
think  I  debafed  myfclf  indeed,  was  I  to  fubmit  to  make  ihc  fall 
apology  which  his  Lordfliip,  in  his  moderation^  demands,  nor  would 
I  difgrace  you  fo  much,  as  to  make  you  the  bearer  of  fo  abjcd  a 
meflage. 

I  know  I  muft  be  tried  by  men  of  the  highefl  honour  of  his 
Lordfhip's  rank,  or  by  a  Court  of  Law. 

To  either  decilion  I  fliall  bow  with  the  refpc(£t  and  obedience  I 
ought ;  and  whatever  their  fentenceon  me  may  be,  Lfliall  have 
the  confcioufnefs  of  having  a6ted  as  I  thought  right  for  my  confo- 
latipn  under  it.  This  will  fupport  me  in  the  gloom  of  any  prifon, 
and,I  truft  I  fliall  not  fuffer  in  the  world's  opinion,  from  having 
adted  on  fuch  motives. 

I  remain,  dear  Wio^Iey, 

Yours  fincerely, 

R.  COOKSEY. 

We  fhoiild  do  Mr.  Cookfey  grofs  injuftice,  were  we  not 
to  declare,  that  he  delivered  his  defence,  ift  all  its  parts,  in 
a  manly  and  colle£led,  but,  at  the  fame  time,  in  a  moft  re- 
fpeftful  ftyle,  to  the  Houfe.  In  his  preliminary  addrefs,  it 
was  obvious  that  he  meant  to  meet  the  dignified  rank  of  his 
auditory  with  fuitable  reverence  ;  in  reciting  the  epiftolary 
Correfpondence,  he  gave  more  fcope  to  his  feelings,  and 
ftated  his  expreffions  with  the  force  of  that  impulfe  that  had 
originally  diftated  them.  In  his  clofing  appeal,  his  tone 
was  firm,  but  decent,  and  not  calculated  to  revolt  the  im- 
preflion  that  his  firft  manner  had  given  : 

•*  My  Lords, 

**  You  are  now  in  poffelfion  of  all  the  letters  which  paffed 

on  this  fubjcdl,  with  the  exception  of  that  letter  which  I 

I 


A.  1792.  DEBATES.  365 

Jiave  ftated  to  have  been  loft  or  miflaid  ;  had  I  been  confcious 
that  I  had  committed  a  breach  of  the  privilege  of  Peerage, 
I  fliould  not  have  travelled  fo  many  miles  to  have  met  your 
J-ordfhips'  meflengcr ;  I  hope  the  alacrity  which  I  manifefted 
tocomply  vi^ithyour  Lordfhips)  orders  formy  appearance,  will 
aflift  in  clearing  me  from  the  intention  of  deliberate  offence, 

**  If,  unhappily  for  me,  your  Lordlhips  (hall  deem  mc 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  your  privileges,  I  trult'that  in  the  fen- 
tence  you  (hall  pafs  upon  me,  you  will  have  a  due  regard  to 
the  very  expenfive  cuftody  in  which  I  have  been  detained. 

*'  I  fliall  readily  comply  with  any  ("ubmilTion  which  this 
right  honourable  Houfe  (hall  think  proper  to  direft.  I  (hall 
detain  your  Lord(hips  no  longer,  than  to  aflure  you,  that  I 
rely  with  perfeft  confidence  on  that  wifdom,  julllce,  and 
mercy,  which  direft  all  your  a£lions." 

The  Marquis  TOWNSHEND  rofe  to  put  a  queftion  to 
Mr.  Cookfey,  but  the  Houfe  over-ruled  it. 

Mr.  Cookfey  faid,  I  am  ready  to  anfwer  the  noble  Lord, 
or  any  queftion  which  (hall  be  put  to  me. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  your  Lord(hip  has 
heard  what  has  been  faid  in  his  defence.  I  fubmit  to  your 
Lordlhip  whether  you  would,  by  putting  any  queftions  to  the 
prifoner,  give  a  diKFerent  (hade  to  that  defence,  or  change  the 
ground  on  which  he  has  chofen  to  reft  it. 

Upon  motion,  Mr.  Cookfey  was  ordered  to  withdraw- 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY,  rofe  immediately  and  r&. 
peated  to  their  Lord(hips,  that  he  had  brought  the  matter 
before  the  Houfe,  from  no  motives  that  regarded  hlmielf 
perfonally,  but  merely  as  a  matter  affecSling  the  privileges 
of  the  Houfe,  and  confequently  the  honour  of  their  Lord- 
fliips.  That  he  felt  nothing  like  refentment  or  private  pique 
on  the  occa(ion,  and  confequently,  was  not  at  all  de- 
lirous  of  interpofing  between  the  lenity  of  their  Lord(hips 
and  the  prifoner,  but  left  it  entirely  to  the  Hov^fe  to  (hevr 
what  indulgence  they  pleafsd,  and  difpofe  of  the  whole  cafe 
as  they  fhould  think  proper. 

The  Earl  of  CATHCART  began  with  recapitulate 
ing  the  circumftances  that  had  occurred  relative  to  the  com- 
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plaint  from  the  time  of  its  having  been  firft  made  by  the 
noble  Ea>l,  to  the  moment  of  Mr.  Cookfey's  having  juft 
quitted  their  Lordfliips  bar.  He  next  reminded  the  Houfe, 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  made  the  complaint,  had> 
greatly  to  his  honour,  difavowed  any  vindiftive  feeling  on 
his  part,  and  declared,  that  he  would  not  objedl 'to  any  le- 
nity which  their  Lordfliips  might  fhew.  The  next  ftepfor 
the  Houfe  to  take  had  been  generally,  he  believed,  to  con-, 
fider  the  nature  and  amount  of  the  offence,  and  to  apportion 
and  pronounce  the  punifliment;  he  would  not,  becaufe  he 
did  not  think  it  at  all  neceffary,  go  over  the  variety  of  pre- 
cedents of  complaints  of  breach  of  privilege,  and  detail  the 
proceedings  had  by  the  Houfe  thereupon,  which  v/ere  to  be 
found  on  their  Lordfliips'Journals;  it  would  be  fufficient, 
on  the  prefent-occafion,  to  draw  the  recolledlion  of  the 
Hpufe  to  the  general  courfe  of  proceeding  that  had  obtained 
on  complaints  of  breach  of  privilege,  in  proportion  to  the 
magnitude  of  the  offence  ftated,  and  the  greater  or  lefs  de- 
gree of  agQ;ravation  it  derived  from  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  committed,  or  the  obflinacy  with  which  it  was 
per fi fled  in.  In  cafes  where  the  offence  was  but  of  a  flight 
nature,  and  w' ere  the  perfon  complained  of,  as  having 
committed  ir,  had  fliewnhimfelf  obedient  to  their  Lordfliips* 
order,  and  having  readily  fubmitted  himfelf  at  the  bar,  had 
there  expreffed  himfelf  forry  for  having  incurred  thedifplea- 
fure  of  the  Houfe,  and  had  implored  their  mercy;  it  was, 
as  their  Lordllnps  well  knew,  cuftomary  for  them  to  order 
the  prifoner  to  afli  pardon  of  the  Ho_ufe,  and  of  the  indivi- 
dual Lord  againft  whom  the  breach  of  privilege  was  com- 
mitted, to  reprimand  him  at  the  bar  from  the  woolfack,  and 
difcharge  him,  upon  paying  his  fees.  Where  the  offence 
was  of  a  more  heinous  nature,  and  the  perfon,  committing 
it,  had  not  readily  lubmitted,  and  did  not  exprefs  due  con- 
trition for  his  offence,  it  was  ufual  for  their  Lordfliips  to 
increafe  the  puniflimentby  imprifonment  or  fine;  and  there 
was  ftill  another  fpecies  of  offence  in  cafes  of  breach  of  pri- 
vilege, where  the  perfon  complained  of,  perfifted  to  aft 
with  a  degree  of  contumacy  towards  the  noble  Lord^  againft 
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vrhoin  the  breach  of  privilege  had  been  committed;  in  that 
cafe,  their  Lordfliips  knew  that  it  was  cuflomary  for  them 
to  go  a  ftep  farther,  and  exclufive  of  a  reprimand  from  the 
woolfack,  &c.  oblige  the  prifoner  to  enter  into  recogni- 
zances to  keep  the  peace  for  a  given  time.  To  apply  thefe 
difterent  courfes  of  proceeding  in  that  Houfe,  againft  per- 
fons  complained  of  for  having  committed  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege, to  the  cafe  then  under  their  Lonlftiips'  confjder«tion, 
heconceived  that  it  muft  be  fufficiently  apparent,  chat  Mr. 
Cookfey  had  not  only  readily  fubmitted  to  their  Lord(hipj»* 
order,  but  that  he  had  exprefled  himfelf  fuiBcientJy  lorry 
for  the  offence  he  had  committed.  If  therefore  he  had  gone 
no  farther  than  that  part  of  his  defence,  the  Earl  declared, 
he  did  not  believe  there  would  be  one  of  their  Lordihips, 
who  would  have  wifhed'that  any  greater  additional  punKh- 
ment  fhould  be  infliifted  on  him,  than  a  reprimand  from  the 
woolfack,  and  that  he  Hiould  be  difcharged  on  paying  his 
fees.  But  from  what  had  afterwards  come  out,  it  did  ap- 
pear to  him,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  that  Mr.  Cookfey  fhould 
be  called  upon  to  enter  into  recognizances,  and  there- 
fore, with  the  leave  ofthe  Houfe,  he  would  conclude  with 
moving, 

**  That  the  faid  Richard  Cookfey  having  acknowledged 
"  his  forrow  for  his  faid  offence  to  the  Houfe,  and  likewife 
"  to  the  Earl  of  Coventry, 

**  That  the  faid  Richard  Cookfey  do  continue  in  the  cuf- 
"  tody  ofthe  Serjeant  at  Arms,  and  that  he  do  enter  into  a 
"  recognizance  before  the  Lord  Chief  Juftice  of  the  Court 
"  of  King's  Bench,  himfelf  in  five  hundred  pounds,  and  two 
*'  fureties  in  one  hundred  pounds  each,  for  three  years,  and 
"  that  he  be  then  difcharged  upon  paying  his  fees." 

TheMarquis  TOWNSHEND  faid  hecouMhave  wifhed 
the  latter  part  of  the  motion,  that  calling  upon  the  gentle- 
man to  enter  into  recognizances,  had  been  omitted;  many 
reafons,  \Chich  he  would  not  ftate  then,  becaufe  it  would  be 
highly  improper  fo  to  do,  but  which  muft  as  forcibly  oc- 
cur to  every  one  of  their  Lordfhips,  as  they  did  to  his  mind, 
fuggefted  themfelves,  that  it  would  be  mu9h  more  refped* 
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ful  to  the  noble  Earl,  near  him,  (Lord  Coventry)  if  no 
recognizances  were  called  for.  The  queftion  which  he 
meant  to  have  put  to  Mr.  Cookfey  when  at  the  bar,  if  it 
had  been  their  Lordfliips'  pleafure  to  have  permitted  him  to 
put  it,  he  would  then  ftate,  becaufe  he  verily  believed  thfc 
anfwer  of  Mr.  Cookfey  would  hav^  made  all  ideas  of  calling 
upon  him  to  enter  into  recognizances  unneceflary.  The 
queftion  w^s,  whether  if  Mr.  Coqkfey  had  himfelf  been  for 
fomc  time  an  officer  in  the  Worcefterfhire  militia,  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  had  put  ariother  gentleman, 
who  knew  nothing  of  the  affairs  of  the  regiment,  was  on 
his  travels  abroad,  and  did  not  mean  to  come  home,  over 
his  head  as  a  Major,  he  would  not  have  thought  that  ftrofce 
a  greater  affront  than  the  other,  which  he  had  complained  of 
in  the  letter  then  upon  their  Lordftiips'  table? 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  declared  a  hope,  that  he 
woukl  not  be  thought  capable  of  rifingto  defend  the  letters 
that  had  been  read  to  the  Houfe;  no  one  of  their  Lordihips 
could  confider  tiiem  as  more  improper  or  more  ahfurd  than 
he  did,  but  he  rofe  to  beg  their  Lordfhips  to  refledV  on  what 
they  were  doing,  as  he  had  great /doubts  in  his  own  mind, 
whether  what  had  been  complained  of,  coul  Jl)e  held  to  be  a 
breach  of  privilege?  He  was  well  aware  that  he  might  be 
afked,  if  he  entertained  any  fuch  opinion,  why  he  had  not 
ft  a  ted  it  at  an  earlier  ftage  of  the  bufinefs?  He  had  but  one 
cxcufe  to  plead  for  his  not  having  done  fo,  and  that  he  was 
ready  to  admit,  was  weak  and  a  bad  one,  viz.  that  he  had 
not  fufficiently  examined  into  the  nature  of  the  ground  on 
which  their  Lordfliips'  privileges  flood,  and  fearched  the 
journals  for  precedents.  He  had  fince  done  fo,  and  he  was 
confident,  it  could  not  fairlv  be  confidered  as  a  breach  of 
privilege.  All  their  Lordfhips  privileges,  as  well  as  thofe 
of  tiie  Houfe  of  Commons,  were  given  them  chiefly,  with 
a  view  to  fecure  the  freedom  of  debate.  Judge  Blackftone 
fttated  it  fo  exprefflv,  and  the  common  fenfe  of  the  tjiing 
fuTicieiitly  proved  it.  True^  it  was,  the  freedom  from  ar- 
reft  was  the  privilege  of  minor  Peers,  of  Roman  Catholic 
Peers,  of  his  own  confticuents,  and  of  all  Peers,  whether 
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they  fat  in  tljcat  Houfe  or  not.  But  that  was  a  finglc  excep- 
tion,  and  he  could  never  admit,  that  a  general  rule  was  tp 
be  maintained  on  a  fingle  exception.  There  were,  his  Lord- 
■ftiip  faid,  tWd  diftindl  defcriptions  of  Peers,  Peers  of  the 
reaini,  and  Lords  of  Parliament*  The  latter  were  neceflTa* 
rily  gifted  with  peculiar  privileges,  and  for  what  purpofei 
Merely  to  fecure  and  arm  thein,  in  their. defence  againft  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown.  He  had  never  heard  any  other 
reafon  of  a  conftitutional  nature  afligned  for  their  privi* 
leges,  nor  could  he  conceive  that  any  other  reafon  could  he 
afligned,  that  had  any  colour  of  fenfe  in  it.  If  the  cafe 
were otherwife  he  forefaw  inconveniences  highly  repugnant 
to  the  fpirit  of  the  conftitution.  He  acknowledged,  that 
he  was  aware  that  there  were  many  precedents  of  an  extra* 
ordinary  nature  upon  thfcir  journals  refpefling  their  proceed- 
ings qn  complaints  of  breach  of  privilege;  but  he  was  per- 
fqaded  their  Lordthips  would  not  think  it  for  their  honour 
to  copy  any  fuch  precedents.  In  good  times  he  was  fuie 
there  was  no  precedent  in  point  that  could  bear  out  fuch  a 
cafe  as  the  prefent.  He  might  perhaps  be  told  of  the  cafe 
^Lord  Pomfret  and  the  Duke  of  Grafton,  but  that  was 
:inaterially  different.  In  that  cafe,  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
tin^e  on  the  woolfack,  had  flated,  that  he  had  heard  that  a 
correfpondence  was  going  on  between  Lord  Pomfret  and 
the  Duke  of  Grafton,  which  if  not  timely  prevented,  might 
«od  fo  as  to  endanger  the  lives  of  both  thofe  noble  Peers; 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  called  upon  any  noble 
Lord  prefent,  who  knew  more  of  the  matter,  to  give  th# 
Houfe  farther  information  refpefting  it;  in  confequence  of 
which  a  noble  Lord  had  ftated  in  his  place  what  more  he 
knew  of  the  affair,  and  means  were  itamediately  taken  by 
the  Houfe  to  oblige  the  noble-Peers  in  queftion  to  enter  into 
recognizances  to  preferve  the  peace.  That  was  a  meafure 
taken  to  prevent  a  danger  apprehended;  the  prefent  motion 
was  meant  as  a  punifhment  for  an  offence  committed ;  and 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  offence  complained  of  ?  Not  an 
offence  committed  againft  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  for  any 
words  fpoken  in'that  Houfe ;  it  was  not  an  attempt  to  intimi- 
VoL.  i^XXIII.  }  B 
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date  a  noble  Lord  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  nor  even  an 
pfFence  committed  againft  a  Peer  while  Parliament  was  fitting ; 
there  was  no  pretence  whatever,  therefore,  for  faying  that  the 
offence  prevented  the  noble  Earl  from  attendhig  his  duty  in 
Parliament,  or  that  it  in  any  way  whatever  affeSed  the  bufi- 
nefs  of  that  Houfe,  or  the  freedom  of  debate.  It  was  merely 
an  offence  committed  againft  an  executive'Officer  of  Govern- 
ment, for  an  aft  done  in  that  capacity ;  would  that  Houfe 
therefore  fo  mifapply  their  privilftges,  as  to  extend  them  to  the 
protedion  of  the  executive  Officers  of  Government,  when 
their  conduft  was  found  fault  with  or  objefted  to  by  indivi- 
duals without  doors  ?  His  Lordftiip  defired,  that  he  might 
not  be  fo  far  mifunderftood  as  to  have  it  fuppofed,  from  what 
he  had  faid,  that  he  would  undertake  to  defend  the  letter  on 
the  table.  He  was  far  from  entertaining  any  fuch  idea.  He 
confidered  the  letter  as  fcandalousA  libel  as  ever  was  written ; 
no  word  the  Englifh  language  could  fupply,  could  do  it  juf- 
tice  ;  he  was  convinced  that  it  was  aftionable.  at  common 
law,  and  it  particularly  behoved  their  Lordfhips  to  diftinguifli 
between  fuch  parts  of  a  tranfaftion  as  amounted  to  a  breach 
of  privilege,  and  to  abftraft  the  crime  that  Was  to  be  feen  in 
it ;  the  latter  ought  to  be  left  to  the  decifion  of  the  Courts  of 
Law  ;  if  their  Lordfliips  were  to  notice  the  letter,  in  his 
Opinion  they  would  aft  moft  unfitly  and  unfairly ;  they  would 
do  what  they  ought  ftudioufly  to  avoid,  viz.  acknowledge 
themfeves  to  be  a  party  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
aft  as  Jvdge,  jury,  and  even,  as  the  executive  Officer,  to 
inflift  that  punifliment  which  they  themfelves  had  airefTcd- 

Earl  FAUCONBERG  faid,  ,  that  in  his  opinion  the  right 
and  moft  proper  way  of  proceeding,  would  have  been  by  an 
aftion  at  law.  His  Lordfhip  affigned  his  reafons  for  his  opi- 
hion,  and  faid,  that  he  could  at  the  fame  time  lay  his  hand 
upon  his  heart,  and  declare,  that  he  thought  moft  fincerely 
that  the  noble  Earl,  who  had  made  the  complaint,  had  a£ted 
with  the  ftridleft  propriety  in  what  he  had  done  as  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Worcefterlhire. 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  defired  that  the  precedent  of  the 
Lord  Griffin  or  Gilpin's  cafei  in  i737j  might  be  read  from 
^e  journals.  3 
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It  was  read  accordingly,  and  ftated,  that  John  Bulby  or 
Buckly,  had  fpoken  defamatory  words  of  the  Lord  Gilpin 
or  Griffin,  who  had  conaplained  to  the  Houfe  of  it  as  a  breach 
of  privilege  :  that  the  Houfe  referred  the  matter  to  the  confi- 
deration  of  a  Committee,  and  in  confequence  of  their  report, 
ordered  Buckly  to  be  attached,  that  be  was  brought  to  the 
bar,  and  upon  exprefling  great  forrow  and  contrition  for  his 
offence,  was  ordered  to  be  reprimanded  while  at  the  bar,  oa 
his  knee$,  from  the  woolfack,  and  difcharged  on  paying  his 
fees. 

The  Earl  of  C  ATHCART  faid,  the  noble  Earl  had  talked 
of  precedents  in  good  times ;  he  really  did  not  perfeftly  un- 
derftand  the  expreffion,  and  wiftied  the  noble  Earl  would 
have  been  fo  good  as  to  have  explained  what  he  meant  by 
good  times.  He  knew  there  were  precedents  upon  the  jour- 
nals in  all  times  thjit  came  up  to  the  prefent  cafe.  His  Lord- 
fliip  mentioned  the  precedents  of  1726,  1737,  and  1764.— 
The  cafes  were :  the  complaint  of  the  Earl  of  Briftol,  againft 
Boughton,  a  clergyman,  in  1726-7;  of  the  Lord  Griffin, 
againft  Buckly,  in  1737;  and  of  certain  printers,  or  pub- 
lilhers  of  newfpapers,  concerning  a  noble  Earl,  then  Ambaf- 
fador  at  the  Court  of  Paris,  in  1764,  which  was  faid  to  be  a 
remarkable  cafe,  becaufe  privilege  had  been  fo  much  confi- 
dered.  He  entered  much  at  length  into  the  difcuffion  of  the 
precedents,  declaring,  that  he  had  in  his  former  fpeech  pur- 
pofely  avoided  refting  on  any  precedents  whatever ;  fince  bc- 
fides  the  three,  he  had  ftated,  there  was  a  whole  cloud  of 
other  precedents  on  the  journals  equally  in  point.  With  re- 
gard to  the  noble  Earl's  diftinftion  between  a  Peer  of  the 
realm,  and  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  he  declared  he  knew  not 
how  to  hold  an  argument  on  fuch  a  fubjeft  within  thofe  walls ; 
and  indeed  he  knew  of  only  three  privileges  peculiar  to  per- 
fons  either  born  Peers  or  created  fuch,  befides  that  of  becom- 
ing Members  of  that  Houfe,  viz.  the  privilege  of  being  here- 
ditary Counfello'rs  of  the  King,  in  which  is  included  freedom 
froip  perfonal  reftraint,  except  in  certain  cafes  limited  by 
ftatute  and  by  an  order  of  the  Houfe  ;  the  privilege  of  declar- 
ing upon  honour  in  many  cafes  where  an  oath  is  generally  re- 
quired ;  and  the  ancient  privilege  of  ixhX  per  judicium  parium 

fuorum. 

3B2 
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It  was  faid  that  the  Pax  ei  SecuritaSy  which  was  confidered 
even  in  the  days  of  Edward  the  Confeffbr,  as  that  which  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  all  thofe  concerned  in  parliamentary'  {Pro- 
ceedings, and  the.neccflary  prefervation  of  th^  dignity  of  art 
Houfe  of  Parliament,  were  the  grounds  of  all  the  parliaitien-* 
tary  privileges  that  had  been  claimed,  or  that  remained  in  ex- 
igence. He  concluded  with  maintaining  that  his  motioii 
Ivas  warranted  by  Parliamentary  ufuage,  and  was  confident 
with  conftitutional  praftice. 

The  queftion  being  at  length  called  for,  it  was  put,  and 
ihe  Lord  Chancellor  gave  it  in  favour  of  the  contents. 

Mr.  Cookfey  was  then  ordered  to  the  bar,  when  the  Lord 
Chancellor  told  him,  that  a  complaint  had  been  alledged 
againft  him  for  a  breach  of  privilege,  which,  upon  invefti- 
gation,  appeared  to  the  Houfe  to  be  of  a  very  heinous  nature, 
that  their  Lordihips  had  heard  him  in  his  defence  with  great 
patience  and  candour,  but  that  in  confequcnce  of  the  contri- 
tion and  forrow,  which  he  had  exprefled  for  his  offence,  their 
Lordfhips  were  willing  to  forego  much  of  the  difpleafure  ind 
refentment  they  would  otherwife  juftly  have  entertained 
againft  him ;  that,  therefore,  they  had  ordered  him  to  repri- 
tnand  hiin  at  their  bar,  and  he  had  reprimanded  him  accord- 
ingly. That  their  Lordfhips  had  farther  ordered,  that  he  be 
detained  in  the  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  until  he  h^d 
gone  before  the  Lord  Chief  Juftice  of  the  Court  of  King'i 
Bench,  and  entered  into  a  recognizance  of  500L  himfelf^ 
and  found  two  fureties  to  enter  into  recognizances  of  looL 
each,  for  his  good  bearings  towards  the  Earl  of  Coventry  fpT 
three  years. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuejdayy  2']th  March.   , 

Several  bills  were  received  from  the  Commons,  and  the 
titles  read  at  the  table. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednejdojy  %%th  March. 

Several  bills  were  received  from  the  Commons. 
The  Houfe  adjournedt 
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Thurfdayj  2gth  March. 

Heard  Counfel  on  the  Scotch  Peerage,  and  ordered  farthec 
hearing  on  Tjuefday. 

The  Houfe  in  a  Committee,  Lord  Cathcart  in  the  chair^ 
went  through  feveral  bills  received  from  the  Commons. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday,  30/A  March. 

The  Royal  aflent  was  given  by  commiflion  to  feveral  bills^ 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday  J  "id  April* 

The  Duke  and  Duchefs  of  York's  Annuity  bill  paflcd  the 
Committee,  and  was  ordered  to  be  reported. 
The  Houfe  adjournetl. 

Tue/day,  2^  April, 

The  order  of  the  day  was  read  for  the  third  reading  of  ths 
Duke  and  Duchefs  of  York's  Annuity  bill. 

Some  converfationtook  place,  after  which  the  bill  was  read  a 
third  time. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednejdayy  J^h  April. 

The  Houfe  proceeded  to  hear  Counfel  on  a  Scotch  appeal. 
Several  bills  were  received  from  the  Commons. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy   yh  April 

His  Majefty  came  down  to  the  Houfe,  and  gave  hi^  aflent  to 
feveral  bills. 

'    The  Houfe  adjourned  to 

Tuefdayy  i*jth  April. 

Heard  Counfel  in  a  Committee  on  the  Scotch  eledion  peti* 
tions. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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Wednejday^    18/A  April. 

Heard  Counfel  on  a  Scotch  appeal. 
•    The  Houfe  adjourned  ► 

Thurfday^  ig fh  ApriL 

Heard  Counfel  and  examined  evidence  in  a  Committee  on 
Ac  Scotch  eleftion  petitions. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday y  20th  April.  ^ 

Several  bills  were  read  a  third  time  and  paflTed. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday,  a^d  ApriL 

The  Alderfgate  Annuity  bill  was  read  a  firft  time,   and  or- 
dered to  be  read  a  fecond  on  Wednefday. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdttyy  2^h  ApriL 

Ordered  that  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
the  bill  to  remove  doubts  refpefting  the  rights  and  funJMons  of 
juries  in  criminal  cafes,  be  deferred  to  Friday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fFedne/day,   2$th  ApriL 

Received  a  private  bill  from  the  Commons. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday,  tlSth  ApriL 

Several  bills  were  read  a  third  time,  and  paffcd. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday y  2'jth  ApriL 

The  order  for  fummoning  their  Lordlhips  was  read. 
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Lord  KENYON  faid,  it  was  of  the  utmoft  rmportance  to 
the  courfe  of  juftice,  that  the  bill  now  before  their  Lordfhips 
fhould  he  thoroughly  underdood ;  and  he  was  afraid  that,  in 
the  wording  of  this  bill,  there  was  confiderable  inaccuracy, — 
The  terms  were  vague — the  meaning  undefined.  It  was  not 
clear  what  was  the  intention  of  the  bill, ^nor  whether  the  words 
would  carry  into  efFeft  the  intention  of  its  friends.  He  had  no 
hefitation  in  his  own  mind  to  fay,  that  between  the  preamble 
of  the  bill  and  the  enabling  claufes  he  found  inconfiftency  and 
want  of  relation  ;  but  he  was  aware  that  this  defe£l  might  be 
amended  in  the  Committee*  The  queftion  fpr  their  confide- 
ration  now  was,  whether  there  were  doubts  .  in  the  prafiice, 
fuch  as  the  bill  declared  to  exift.  For  himfelf,  he  had  never 
had  any  difpute  on  the  point  of  law  and  fad  with  the  jury,— 
Lord  Hardwicke  had  given  a  clear  opinion,  that  in  matters  of 
libel,  the  jury  were  to  judge  only  of  the  faSs — the  Judges  of 
the  law  ;  and  it  had,  with  fo  few  exceptions,  been  the  prance 
of  the  Courts  to  diredl  the  juries  in  this  way,  that  he  confeflcd 
he  thought  it  fingular  that  it  (hould  be  afTerted  there  were  doubts 
on  the  fubjeft.  The  only  difpute  he  had  ever  feen  was,  whe- 
ther the  truth  of  the  matter  fet  forth  in  the  indiSment,  or  in- 
formation,- was  a  bar  to  its  being  a  libel,  and  whether  evidence 
could  be  legally  admitted  of  the  truth  of  the  matter  at  ifTue, 
Would  the  prefent  bill  finally  determine  this  doubt  ?  Sincerely 
wilhing  to  have  the  bill  thoroughly  underftood,  he  would  move 
to  put  two  queftions  for  the  opinion  of  the  Judges — 

I.  "  I^  the  criminality  or  innocence  of  the  fubjed  matter 

of  any  written  or  printed  paper,  fet  forth  in  an  indi6lmcnt 

or  any  information  for  a  libel,  a  matter  of  fad  or  of  law, 

where  no  defence  is  made  by  the-  defendant  ?*' 

a.  "  Is  the  truth  of  the*  matter  fet  forth  in  an  indidment  or 

*^  information  for  a  libel,  a  legal  objedion  to  fuch  libel  ?  and 

**  whether  the  eipiihtt  fal/e  be  a  neceffary  averment  in  fuch  in- 

*'  diftment  or  information  ?" 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
not  gone  into  argument  that  day,  but  had  contented  himfelf 
with  throwing  forth  his  doubts,  he  (hould  not  now  ti:oublt 
their  LordQiips  with  any  obfervations :  he  had  no  obje£Uons  to 
the  queftions  of  the  learned  Lord,  though  he  thought  them  un- 
ncceffary  ;  but  he  begged  leave  to  fay,  that  whenever  the  day 
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of  difcuflion  came,  he  fliould  be  ready  to  argue  the  queftioa 
Tvith  the  learned  Lord  on  legal  grounds,  on  conftitutional  ground, 
on  common  fenfe — and  in  every  way  that  the  learned  Lord  might 
think  fit. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  profefled  his  doubts,  whether  ' 
the  queftions  propounded  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  were 
worded  in  that  clear  and  precife  way  that  would  enable  the 
Judges  to  give  a  fpec*'^ ,  •  'fwer,  fo  as  to  anfwer  the  wilhes  of 
the  noble:  and  le^n^^q,^.i>^  That  the  diflFerence  between  mat- 
ter of  faft  and  mattef  of  law,  in  cafes  of  libel,  was  fo  marked 
and  diftind,  as  to  be  eafily  feparated,  he  had  his  doubts,  and 
undoubtedly  it  ought  to  be  their  ftudy,  when  they  called  for  the 
opinion  of  the  Judges,  to  put  their  quedion  in  fuch  clear  terms, 
as  (hould  not  involve  them  in  nice  and  fubtle  diAinflions.  He 
could  hardly  frame  to  his  own  imagination  a  cafe  of  libel,  where 
the  matter  at  iflTue  was  merely  a  matter  of  law  unmixed  with 
"feft.  There  were  always  circumftances  of  fimple  fad!:,  indeed, 
'fuch  as  the  publication,  and  fo  forth,  which  were  not  criminal 
in  themfelves,  but  in  the  conftrufti(5n  and  application  of  the 
libel,  there  were  fafts  eflential  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
fuqh  publication.  Opinions,  for  inftance,  might  be  innocent 
under  one  fet  of  circumftances,  and  criminal  under  another.— 
'It  was  the  application  to  times,  and  perfons,  and  circum- 
ftances, that  conftituted  the  libel ;  and  this  was  as  much  a  fadl, 
as  the  mere  faft  of  the  printing  and  publiftiing.  To  attempt 
to  feparate  them  was  difficult,  and  dangerous.  It  certainly, 
as  the  bill  on  the  table  fet  forth  in  the  preamble,  had  introduced 
doubts,  and,  in  his  mind,  had  done  mifchief.  It  was  the  refuge 
*to  which  libellers  had  fled  for  fafety.  They  had  confidence 
that  their  particular  queftion  would  be  loft  in  the  greater  quef- 
tion  between  Judge  and  jury ;  -and  they  had  hopes  that  a  jury 
"•ftruggling  for  what  they  conceived  to  be  their  awn  rights,, 
would  overlook  the  cafe  of  the  individual,  upon  which  they 
were  impannelled.  That  the  Jury  fliould  have  no  diftraSion 
^from  the  fubjeft  immediately  before  them— that  nothing  (hould 
be  placed  between  them  and  their  confciences,  was  a  truth  fo 
manifeft,  that  he  was  fure  the  fettling  of  this  queftion  would 
give  a  fecurity  to  the  country  againft  libellers,  inftead  of  de- 
ftroying  the  barriers  againft  them.  And  it  was  the  opinion  of 
he  moft  eminent  authouties  in  the  law,  that  the  jtiry  had  the 
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|)Ower  of  the  whole  cafe.    It  was  the  fpirit  and  eflenc^  of  oiu? 

jurifpnidencey    and  it  was  fo  fimple  arid  falutary  in  its  opera*. 

fion,  that  he  was  fure  if  he  could  fucceed  in  defcribihg  it  to 

iheir  Lordfliips  as  clearly  and  as  forcibly  as  he  felt  it,    they 

would  apee  with  him  in  admiring  th^  wifdom  and  efficacy  of 

the  principky  in  oppofition  tathe  involved  and  entafigled  mods 

which  had  crept  into  pradice  in  fome  cafes^  and  which  it  was 

the  purport  of  this  bill  to  do  away  %     ^j.the  early  hiftory  of 

Engtandy  when  our  common  law  yv: .  \\u     e,  every  man  was 

foppofed  to  be  perfe£tly  competent  to  the  fun£tions  of  deciding 

on  civil  a£lions ,  and  they  were  in  truth  fo  little  intricate,  that 

they  could  not  miftake  the  truth  and  juftice  of  the  queflion.     A 

falfe  decifion  therefore  gave  rife  to  the  fufpicion  of  a  corrupt 

motive,  land  a  bill  of  attaint  lay  ^againft  the  jury  in  civil  aftions* 

As  the  law  came,  in  the  progrefs  of  the  multiplied  divifion  o£ 

property,  to  be  a  fcience,    and  where  cafes  of  fuch  difficulty 

might  arife  as  to  confufe  the  jury,  and  that  their  decifions  might 

be  erroneous  without  a  fufpicion  of  corruption,    the  Courts 

took  a.  new  courfe,  and  on  certain  grounds  they  granted  new 

trials.     In  criminal  profecutions  there  was  no  fuch  thing,— ^ 

There  was  no  bill  pf  attaint.    He  had  never  found  that  any 

bitt  of  attaint  had  ever  been  iflfued  againft  a  jury  for  a  verdi£l 

in  a  criminal  trial.     Mr.  Judice  Vaugh«i,.  one  of  the  greateft 

and  mo(^  upright  men  who  had  ever  adorned  Weftminfter*HaIU 

had  found  a  paflage,   in  an  obfcure  corner,  which  aflerted  the 

dodrine,  but  he  had  (hewn  it  to  be  untrue,  and  had  difmifled 

it.    Their  decifion  was  final.    Theresas  no  control  upon 

them  in  their  verdid.     The  evident  reafon  and  good  fenfe  of 

diis  was,  that  every  man  was  held  to  be  acquainted  with  the 

criminal  law  of  the  land.     Ignorance  was  no  plea  for  the  com- 

miffion  of  a  crime,  and  no  man  was  therefore  fuppofed  tol)e 

ignorant  of  judging  upon  the  evidence  adduced  of  the  guilt  or 

innocence  of  a  defendant.     The  fa6ts  proved  might,    in  thd 

eye  of  the  law,  conftitute  one  defcription  of  felony  Or  another^ 

which  it  was  the  office  of  the  Judge  to  explain  to  the  jury>  or 

whether  the  crime,  if  proved  to  their  iatisfa&ion^  was  murder 

or  homicide,  afid  the  like,  but,  widi  this  diredion,  they  had  thoi 

whole  cafe  in  their  own  hands,  and  gave  complete  deliverance 

or  c6nvi<£lton  to  theprifoner.    In  civil  cafes  it  was  the  known 

praAice  to  be  otherwayi,    A  man  was  jK>t  bounds  in  all  cafev 
Vol.  XXXIII.  ^C 
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to  kiioT^  the  common  bw,  of  at  leaft  large  alio  winces  was 
made  for  ignorance.  A  liberal  interpretation  was  given  to  » 
man's  wilU  written  by  himfelfi  But  in  the  criminal  law  there 
Was  no  latitude.  This  was  the  decided  opinion  of  Sir  John : 
Vatighan,  and  this  dofttinc  applied  generally  to  aU  the  code* 
But  in  libel,  attempts  had  been  made  to  fepatate  the  law  from 
the  fadl,  and  the  confequence  was,  that  a  Judge  in  dlrefting 
a  jury  upon  the  matter  of  law,  inftead  of  doing  as  in  other 
Cafes,  that  is^  inftead  of  telling  the  jury  what  the  law  was> 
took  the  defendant  out  of  the  hands  of  the  jury  by  fptaking  in 
this  way :  **  The  matter  of  this  charge  you  have  nothing  to  do 
^  with — that  is  law — I  will  not  tell  you  what  the  law  is— but 
**  do  not  fear  for  the  defendant — bring  him  in  guilty  of  the  mere 
•*  faft  ofpublilhlng  and  leave  him  to  us — if  he  is  innocent  we 
•*  fhall  fo  find,"  Now  this  courfe,  which  was  not  pretended 
to  belong  to  any  other  part  of  our  criminal  law,  did  in  the  cafes 
of  libel  raife  difficulties  which  entangled  the  jury — ^which  con- 
fufcd  their  judgements  in  fome  cafes — which  provoked  their 
paifions  in  others — and  which  created  a  queftion  on  the  rights 
of  juries  that,  as  he  had  faid,  was  reforted  toby  libellers,,  and 
flieltered  them  from  the  punifhment  due  to  guilt.  Nothing 
coiild  be  more  irkfome  to  the  Judge  than  to  leave  a  doubt  on 
the  fubje3.  Nothing  could  be  more  injurious  to  the  commu- 
nity than  to  have  it  left  in  the  way  in  which  it  ftood.  The 
opinion  of  Sir  John  Vaughan  was  clear  and  decided,  and  many 
other  of  the  mod  venerable  authorities  fan£tioned  the  fame 
doArine.  That  the  fa£ts  mull  make  the  criminality  or  the  in-> 
•nocenceof  the  publication  was  fo  clear,  that  they  could  never 
be  left  out  of  the  queftion,  without  taking  from  the  jury  the 
powers  of  judgement.  Opinions  and  aflfertions  might  be  per- 
feQ:\y  harmlefs  at  one  time,  and  feditious  at  another.  A  num- 
ber of  texts  from  holy  writ,  perfeftly  innocent,  and  even  facred 
in  themfelves,  might  be  ftrung  together,  and  diflributed  among 
an  inflamed  multitude,  \fo  as  to  be  feditious.  Who  were  to 
judge  of  this  ?  The  jury  furely,  who  were  to  have  before  them, 
not  merely  the  texts  themfelvcs,  but  the  time,  placej  and  cir- 
cumftances  under  which  they  were  publifhed,  and  by  which 
they  were  to  judge  of  the  intention  of  the  ^ublilher^  and  the 
tendency  of  the  writing.  He  knew  but  of  one  way  in  which 
the  cafe  of^a  libel  could  come  purely  to  be  a  matter  of  law^ 
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snd  that  was  in  a  plea  of  demurrer,  when  the  defendant  ac« 
knowledged  all  the  evidence,  all  the  averments,  and  all  the 
inuendos  to  be  true  as  exhibited,  but  pleaded  that  the  whple^ 
taken  as  aflerted,  did  not  conftitute  the  crime  of  libeU  Then 
undoubtedly  it  came  to  be  an  unmixed  queftion  of  law,  upoa 
which  the  Judge  was  to  in{lru£t  the  jury,  and  then  under  hi^ 
explanation,  they  had  the  whole  matter  in  their  power*  He 
apologifed  for  going  Co  much  at  length  into  the  queftion  on 
that  day. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  would  confine  him- 
felf  (Iriflly  to  that  part  of  the  argument  which  referred  to  the 
queftions  propofed  to  the  Judges.    The  noble  and  lefirned 
Lord's  opinion  contradcded  a  long  and  uninterrupted  feries  of 
legal  authority,  and  at  the  proper  time  be  ihould  certainly  go  . 
at  fome  length  into  the  fubjed.     The  indance  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  given  of  the  crime  of  connecting  and  if- 
fuing  texts  of  fcnpture  among  an  inflamed  multitude,  would, 
in  his  opinion,  in  the  circumftances  defcribed,  be  fomething 
mor«  than  libel ;  it  would  be  a  different  and  a  higher  crime. 
He  perfedly  agreed,  that  a  writing  contracted  its  libellous  cba« 
rafter  from  the  feafon  and  circumftances  under  which  it  was 
-publilhed.     He  had  no  hefitation  in  faying,  ,that  fpeculative 
opinions  on  the  nature  pf  governmentj^  were  proper,  vnlefs  in 
circumftances  of  alarm  and  confufion,  when  they  might  teitd 
to  diforder.    He  had  no  hefitation  in  ikying,  that,  in  the  pre* 
fent  moment,  not  only  inflammatory  obfervations  stgai^fl  Ma- 
giftrates,  but  dbfervatio;is  tending  to  vilify  the  confl^tution  of 
Magiftrates,  to  unfettle  it  in  the  public  mind,  and  to  (hake  its 
legal  authority,  as  vefled  by  the  laws  of  the  land,  were  libels 
which  the  Government  ought  rigoroufly  to  purfue,  and  which 
He  trufted  would  be  purfiied,  wherever  they  appeared,  to  ex- 
emplary punifhmcnt.     He  differed  with  the  poble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  idea  of  there  being  any  mpre  knowledge  of  the  cri- 
minal h^  allcdged  to  the  fubjed  than  of  the  common  law.  No 
man  was  fuppofed  ignorant  of  either  the  one  or  the  other ;  and 
it  was  not  a  fufficient  argument  to  fay,  that  bccaufe  there  were 
doubts  upon  any  legal  point,  ^hey  ihould  bring  in  bills  to  change 
the  happy  pridicc  of  the  Courts..    In  a  book  lately  publifhcd 
by  Mr.  Leach,  thpre  was  a  coUedion  of  the  legal  doubts, 
which,  on  the  fiift  day  of  every  term,  had  com©  bef'rc  .tf>< 
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Judges  in  Serjeant's  Inn  Hall,  for  fome  time  paft,  zdA  ^hicb 
formed  as  ample  a  cplledlion  of  thiilles  as  any^man  would  wifll 
to  fee.  -Were  their  Lordfhips  prepared  to  clear  up  all  thefi$ 
legal  doubts,  by  declaratory  or  by  enabling  bills  i  He  quoted 
the  great  authority  of  Lord  Hale  for  the  do6^rine,  that  thcf 
queftion  of  law  lay  always  with  the  Judges,  and  it  was  necef- 
fary  to  the  unity  of  the  law  that  it  fliould  do  fo.  Endlefs  con* 
fufion  would  arife ,  if  it  lay  with  the  jury.  How  could  a  Cum* 
berlandman  know  what  was  the  law  upon  any  cafe  in  Cornwall, 
or  vice  verfa.  how  could  a  CorniQiman  decide  on  a  cafe  in 
Cumberland.  There  would  be  endlefs  confufion  in  the  prac- 
tice ;  whereas,  by  keeping  it  in  the  hands  of  on^  f^t  of  txien, 
it  became  the  fame  for  all  the  kingdom. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  faid,  it  was  not  his  province  to  con^ 
tend  againft  great  lawyers  on  points  of  law,  but  he  ^ouM  pre- 
fume  to  mix  in  the  difcuflion  where  it  was  merely  a  matter  of 
common  fenfe.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord's  argument,  that 
a  Comifhman  could  not  form  a  judgement  of  the  law  on  a 
(Crime  in  Cumberland,  was  an  argument  which  he  could  not 
reconcile  to  common  fenfe.  Was  there  any  geography  in  mo^ 
rals?  Was  not  murder,  murder  both  in  Cumberland  and 
Cornwall  i  Did  malice  change  its  quality  by  its  local  fituation  ? 
And  was  not  a  man  of  any  one  county  as  capable  of  deciding 
on  a  crime  in  another  county  as  in  his  own?  Did  he  lofe  his 
power  of  judgement  by  the  change  of  place  ?  And  if  this  was 
true,  did  not  thisdiverfityexiftastoall  the  catalogue  of  crimes, 
except  the  privileged  one  of  libel,  which  alone,  for  the  fake 
of  unity,  was  referved  to.  the  Judges^  The  noble  Lord  an^* 
fwered  alfo  what  fell  from  Lord  Kenyon,  as  to  the  truth  being 
a  juftification.  By  this  bill,  he  contended  that  the  queftton  of 
admitting  evidence  in  juftification  would  be  fettled  ;  for  the 
jfury  were  direded  to  decide  upon  the  whole  matter  in  tflbei 
ahd^as  the  quo  ammo  was  a  matter  in  iflftie,  they  were  cleady  P 
decide  upon  that  fn>m  all  the  circumftandes.  He  concluded 
with  reading  three  queftions,  which  he  fhoiild  propofe  to  the 
Judges,  and  of  which  they  would  fee  the, drift,  without  his  ex- 
plaining them.  .The  firft  was,  whether,  in  si.trial  on  an  in- 
di£lment  or  an  information^  for  a  libel,  th6  iimoce^ioe  of  dit 
disfendant  was  deariy  provedj  it  v?a»coflPipieifiiOt.foribf  Jory  |o 
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l^fjilijt  the  defendant  ?  And  two  other  propofitions  on  the  ad«. 
miffibility  of  witnefles. 

Locd  KENYON  anfwcred  Lord  Loughborough.  He  wat 
^tftpniflied  to  hear  the  learned  Lord  fay  that  the  dodrine  of  the 
bill  of  attaint  being  applicable  to  criminal  juries,  was  to  be 
found  in  an  obfcure  corner.  It  was  in  Lord  Hale,  and  hm 
books  were  furcly  not  obfcure.  He  contended  alfo  that  the 
dodrine  was  incorred,  that  we  were  fuppofed  to  know  the 
criminal  law  better  than  the  civil  law^  Every  man  fufFered 
the  penalties  of  ignorance  in  every  thing  that  he  did.  An  ef*- 
tfge  to  be  devifed  legally,  muft  have  three  witnefles  to  the  willy 
tj{  np  ignorance  could  be  pleaded  in  bar  to  this  practice.  . 

r^  LOUGHBOROUGH  faid  a  few  words  in  reply,  firft 
to  the  Lprd  Chancellor.  He  had  aecufed  him  of  aflerting  an 
^opinion  in  contradiSion  to  a  long  and  uninterrupted  feries  of 
legal  authorities.  Let  this  be  tried  between  us,  faid  the  noble 
Lord.  Sufpend  your  opinions  for  the  time,  and  I  pledge  mj^ 
felf  to  prove,  that  the  dod^rine  I  have  laid  down  is  fupported 
by  many  of  the  greateft  and  moft  enlightened  men  of  Weft- 
minfter.  With  refpe6t  to  the  do£lrine  of  the  bill  of  attaint, 
applied  to  criminal  juries,  being  found  in  an  obfcure  corner, 
be  had  faid  explicitly,  that  Lrord  Vaughan  had  firft  found  it  in 
an  abfcure  corner.  That  it  had  been  aiierted  fince  he  never 
tfenied  ;  but  he  had  faid  that  an  inftance  of  its  uf&  had  not 
been  found.  He  concluded  with  reading  two  queftions  wbick 
h^  fhoyld  put  to  the  Judges  :  . 

I.  '*  Whether,  in  the  trial  of  an  indidment  on  information 
^'  for  a  threatening,  letter,  the  purport  of  fuch  letter  is  a  dm- 
*'  teroffaft,  orof  law?*' 

2«  '<  Whether,  in  a  trial  for  high  treafon,  and  where  let- 
*'  ters  were  adduced  as  evidence,  the  purport  of  fuch  letteri 
<*  be  a  matter  of  faft,  or  of  law  ?" 

Lord  MULGRAVE  s^rgued  ftrongly  forthe  propriety  of 
Settling  the  doubt,  which  their  Lordfhips  had  the  beft  opportix* 
nity  of  feeing  did  exift  on  this  fubjed  ;  and  he  quoted,  an  opi« 
jiion  of  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Fortefcue,  for  giving  to  the  jury 
tl)e  whole  queftion ;  but  he  .contended,  above  all,  againft  fu& 
fering  the  queftions  to  go  to  the  Judges*  Did  they  mean  to 
afiiime  their  anfwer$  lu  reafons  for.  or  againft  the  biU  ?  If  ib, 
the  judicial  were  to  be  milled  with  the  l^ijQativt  fuadioiiSi#-a 
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thing  hoilile  to  the  fpirit  of  the  confiitutiofi,  and  inconlUlent 
with  policy  and  reafon.  "  * '        ^ 

Vifcount  STORMONT  faid,  as  he  did  not  conceive  it  to 
be  the  intention  of  the  Houfe  to  enter  into  any  long  difcuffion 
this  night,  he  Would  only  trouble  their'  LfOrdfhips  a  few  mi- 
TiuteSy  in  confequence  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
Vrho  had  fpoke  lafl.  That  noble  Lord  had  put  the  fubjed  in 
a  new  light,  and  the  queftion  now  was,  whether  any  queftion 
ought  to  be  put  to  the  Judges  or  not  ?  On  a  fubjeft  of  fuch  a 
nature,  and  of  fo  great  importance  as  the  prefent,  their  Lord- 
(hips  certainly  might  entertain  doubts,  and  if  thefe  doubts  were 
not  removed,  they  might  be  in  danger  of  finding  that  to  Qb 
law,  which  really  i^as  not,  and  for  this  particular  caufe,  abfve 
all,  he  thodght  that  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  ought  to  be  afked, 
as  the  fureft  and  fafeil  guide  for  their  Lordihips'  government  iQ 
pafling  fuch  a  bill  as  the  prefent. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  wiflied  to  fay  a  few  words 

refpeSing  the  prefent  praSice  of  the  Judges,  «s  it  was  dated 

io  be  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  fpoken  lately,  and 

with  all  due  fubnfiiilton  he  woyld  endeavour  to  put  that  matter 

to  rights.     The  learned  Lord  had   faid,  the  praftice  of  the 

'Judges  was  never  to  refufe  any  evidence  for  the  defendant,  that 

tended  to  clear  him  of  feditious  motives.     One  inftance  of  the 

contrary,  he  begged  leave  to  offer  to  their  Lordftiips,  becaufe, 

'  though  it  might  be  pretty  generally  known,  yet  perhaps  all  of 

them  had  not  read  it.     It  was  the  cafe  of  the  Dean  of  St.  Afaph. 

The  only  evidence  which  he,  as  defendant,  offered,  was  the 

aj^e^rstnce  of  refpe^lable  witnefTes  to  prove  his  chara£ier,  and 

their  opinion  was,  that  from  the  knowledge  they  had  of  hini» 

the)r  did  not  believe  that  he  could  have  publifhed  the  pamphlet 

from  feditious  motives.     This  the  Judge  did  not  refufe,  but  he 

added  a  remark  of  his  own,  which  was,  that  character  had  no« 

•  thing  to  do  with  the  jury,  in  finding  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of 

^publifhing,  nor  ought  it  in  the  leaft  to  govern  them  in  the  cafe. 

If  this  could  not  be  called  withholding  evidence,  he  certainly 

*•  thought  it  was  very  near  it.     He  was  therefore  for  proceeding 

itl  the  bill,  without  farther  delay. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  faid,  he  wifhed,  for  the  reafons  given, 
that  the  queftions  propded  might  be  put,  becaufe  he  thought  it 
was  material  to  have  the  law  explained  and  fairly  und^ood^ 
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diat  no  doubt  migbt  be  about  what  juries  could  or  could  not 
do ;  and  certainly,  the  moft  eiFeAual  way  to  do  this,  was  to 
haveihofe  ^eftions  now  propofed  refolved,  particularly  at 
the  prpknt  jun&ure,  when  every  attention  wa3  neceflary  that 
tended  to  preferve  inviolate  the  exifting  laws,  and  the  con? 
ftitution  as  it  now  (lands.  He  was  at  the  fame  time  well 
aware,  that  the  prefent  mind  of  the  country  was  fuch,  thajt 
juries  of  the  prefent  day  would  not  readily  acquit  a  man  guilty^ 
of  feditious  libels,  nor  could  fuch  a  circumftance  occur,  ex- 
cept when  a  jury  was  mifled  by  an  ingenious  advocate.  He 
was  clearly  for  putting  the  queftions,  that  all  doubts  mighC 
be  removed ;  and  he  gave  it  as  his  decided  opinion,  and  wifli*' 
ed  that  the  law  might  be  the  fame  for  the  government  of  alf 
juries,  and  in  all  places  over  thekingdom^  whatever  Judge  a 
cafe  might  come  before. 

The  motion  for  {5utting  the  queftions  to  the  Judges  wa;> 
put  and  carried. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday,  30/A  Jprtt, 

Several  public  and  private  bills  received  the  Royal  ailent 
by  virtue  of  a  commiffion  under  the  Great  Seal. 

The  Houfe  adjourned*  ' 

Tuefdaji  X ft  May. 

Read  a  third  time  and  pafled,  the  confolidated  fund  bill, 
and  ieveral  privatebills. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

ffednefday,  o4  May* 

The  Earl  of  ELGIN,  in  a  (hort  fpeech,  moved  the  fo^ 
cond  reading  of  the  bill  for  granting  relief  to  the  paftor^ 
minifters,  and  others,  of  the  epifcopal  communion  in  Scot* 
land. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  left  the  wpolfack,  and 
went  at  fome  length  into  the  ecclefiaftical  hiftory  of  tho 
country;   he  oppofed  the  bill|  upon  die  principle  that  A9 
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perfem  whatever  could  be  Bifhbps  legaRjr,  exeepf  foeh  a^ 
had  gone  through  the  ufaal  and  neceffiiry  forms  of  ordnnH 
tioHy  eftablifbed  by  the  foth  of  Queen  Anne.  He  admhtecl 
In  general  terras  that  fome  reh'ef  might  be  given  with  lafety 
to  the  perfons  defcribed  in  the  bill|  but  pointed  otit  fe« 
Teral  political  and  technical  objefiions  to  the  bill  in  its  pre* 
feat  form. 

Lord  Vifcount  STORMONT  replied  to  the  nofele  ani 
learned  Lord^  and  contended^  that  fuch  a  biUj  though  with 
folSe  amendmentSLand  additions  which  it  might  receive  in  a 
Commltteety  was  proper  and  ext!>edient — the  penalties  which 
theciafa  of  men  it  went  to  relieve  were  liable  tOy  bad  been 
(SnaAed  in,  very  difierent  titpesr  from  the'  prefent;  when 
thofe  who  were  Epifcopals  in  Scotland^  wereavowedly  diC- 
^ffiitjiad  to  the  Family  on  the  throne;  the  cafe  was  very 
much  otherwife  now,  when  they  not  only  of  their  own  ac* 
cord  prayed  for  the  King  by-  name,  and  the  httntj  Cbccef- 
Jion,  but  took  all  the  oaths  that  Government  required  of 
the  eftabli(hed  clergy  in  this  country.  With  regard  to  the 
amendment  piopofed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord>  that 
the  epifcopal  paftors  in  Scotland  fhouldhe  ordained  by  fome 
prelate  of  England  or  Ireland,  he  thought  it  was,  with  ail 
due  deference,  impoffible  for  the  epifcopals  in  Scotland  evef 
to  agree  to  it ;  becaufe,  how  could  thofe  who  had  for  many 
years  back  advanced  that  they  were  fufficiently  ordained, 
and  had  .aded  upon  that  iuppofition,  reconcile  themfelves 
to  a  fecond  ordination  without  giving  the  lie  to  all  that  they 
have  already  maintained  ?  If  they  were  confcientioos  men, 
which  there  was  every  reafon  to  believe  the j^  were,  they 
neTcr  could  agree  toalecond.ordination:  and  if  they  were 
not,  they  deferved  no  relief  at  all.  With  regard  to  mar-, 
riages,  it  was  well  known  thht  marriage  was  nt>thing  ntore 
mScotland  thtin  a  civilcontra^t ;  and  if  a  party  from  Scot- 
land came  to  their  Lord  (hips'  bar  to  have  a  mfarriage  an^ 
mulled  for  no  other  reafon  than  that  the  ceremony  was  per^^ 
fbrmad  hj  an  epifcopal  clergyman  of  thattotrntfyj  he -did 
not  believe  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lotd  would  for  a  mo- 
n«nt  hcfitate  to  ^refufc  fuch  a  claim.   'The  noble  Vifcount 
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concluded  by  an  apology  to  theHoufe  for  taking  up  fo  much 
of  their  time  in  this  ftage  of  the  bill. 

The  Biihop  of  ST.  DA  VID^s  faid,  my  Lords,  I  am  happy 
to  perceive,  that  in  the  fentiments,  which  I  have  to  deliver  . 
to  your  Lordihips  upon  the  prefent  fubjeft  of  difcuffion,  I 
fhall^  not  have  the  misfortune  to  differ  very  widely,  in  any 
thing  that  e&ntially  regards  the  principle  of  the  bill,  from 
the  noble  and  learned  L6rd  upon  the  woolfack.  My  Lords^ 
a  wide  difierence  from  him  I  fhould  call  a  misfortune,  be- 
caufe  it  would  necelTarily  produce  in  me  a  degree  of  miftruft ' 
of  my  own  judgement,  which  would  confiderably  abate  the 
fatisfa£tion  which  otherwife  I  might  feel  in  following  what 
flill  might  be  the  firm  and  full  convi£lion'of  my  own  mind. 
Neverthelefs,  my  Lords,  in  any  queftion  in  which  the  in- 
tereft  of  religion,  the  public  weal,  and  the  credit  of  the 
Legiflature,  might  he  concerned;  a  queftion  of  juftice  and 
mercy  towards  a  fuffering  part  of  the  family  of  Chrift,  it 
would  ill  become  me  to  be  concluded  in  the  vote  that  I 
fhould  give  upon  any  authority  but  that  of  my  own  convic* 
tion;  and  it  might  not  lefs  mifbecome  me  to  oppofe  a  high 
authority  by  a  filent  vote,  without  ftating  to  your  Lord« 
ffaips  the  grounds  on  which  my  contrary  convi£lion  ftood* 

My  LordI,  the  principle  of  this  bill  has  been  fo  clearly 
ftated  by  the  noble  Earl,  (Lord  Elgin)  who  moved  thd  fe- 
Cond  reading,  and  fo  well  illuftrated  by  the  noble  Vifcount 
(Lord  Stermont)  who  fpoke  lafi,  that  it  is  unnecaflary  to 
dwell  upon  it.  The  objedt  of  the  bill  is  to  relieve  certain 
Diilenters  from  the  eftablifhed  Church  of  Scotland,  well  af« 
f^ed  to  his  prefent  Majefty  and  the  proteftant  fucceffion^ 
from  the  penalties  of  difaffeftion  impofed  by  former  laws.— • 
My  Lords,  the  hard/hip  under  which  they  labour  confifts 
not  in  thefeverity  of  the  penalties*  Difaffedtlon  in  former 
times  was  generally  among  perfons  of  their  religious  per- 
fuafion,  though  not  neceflarily  conned^d  with  their  reli- 
gion. And  of  the  meafure  of  feverity  that  might  be  necelV 
fary  for  thofe  times,  the  Legiilators  of  thofe  tim^es  were  the 
Judges.     But,  my  Lords,  the  hardfhip  is,  that  the  prefenC 

gl^heiration,    being  converted  from  the  difafiedlion  of  th«r 
VoL.XXXIIL  ^D 
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anceftors,  and  retaining  only  their  religious  principles,  can- 
not by  any  thing  they  can  do,  by  any  fecurity,  thit  they 
can  give  for  their  good  conduct  and  fubmiflion  to  Govern- 
ment, fecurethemfelves  againft  the  penalties  of  dif^ffeflion. 
As  cordially  attached  as  any  of  us  to  the  exifting  Govern- 
ment, taking  the  oaths  that  we  all  take,  praying  in  their 
aflembiies  for  His  Majefty  King  George  and  the  Royal  Fa- 
mily, by  name,  in  the  terms  in  which  we  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  our  own  liturgy  pray  for  them;  ftill  they  are 
liable'.  Clergy  and  Laity,  to  all  the  penalties  of  tlie  19th  of 
George  the  Second. 

My  Lords,  the  good  policy  of  this  bill  of  relief  is  not  at 
all  connefted  with  any  queftion  about  the  antiquity  of  the 
praftice  of  praying  for  Sovereigns,  From  what  fell  from 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  I  think  there  mull  be  a  mif- 
take  upon  that  point.  His  Lordfliip  muft  have  received 
fome  mifinformation.  My  Lords,  I  cannot  believe  that 
thefe  Epifcopalians  ever  alledged  the  example  of  the  ages 
before  Conflantine,  in  juftification  of  their  omiflion,  in 
former  times,  of  praying  for  the  King  by  name.  Prayers 
for  Sovereigns  is  one  of  the  very  oldeft  parts  of  Chriftian 
ivorfhip.  Thefe  Epifcopalians  muft  very  well  know,  that 
the  precept  of  praying  for  Kings,  and  all  that  are  in  autho- 
rity, is  300  years  older  than  Conflantine;  and  that  it  was 
the  conftant  pradlice  of  the  earlieft  Chriftians  to  pray  ever 
for  the  Princes  that  perfecuted  them.  My  Lords,  their 
omiflion  of  praying  for  the  King,  by  name,  was  owing  to 
their  notions  about  indefeafible  hereditary  right,  which 
would  not  fufter  them  to  renounce  the  family  to  which 
their  allegiance  had  once  been  fworn,  nor  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  revolution.  The  omiflion  was  not  defended  by 
any  pretended  example  of  antiquity.  It  flood  upon  no 
better  ground  than  thatofgroft  and  avowed  difafiedlion. 

But,  my  Lords,  the  example  of  the  ages  before  Conflan- 
tine mufl:  have  been  alledged  to  a  very  difierent  purpofe.  It 
has  been  alledged  by  thefe  Epifcopalians,  tojuftify  their 
claim  to  an  Epifcopacy,  and  to  explain  what  lort  of  Epif- 

•opacy  that  is  which  they  claim.     My  Lords,    it  is  not 
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my  wifh  to  lead  the  Hoiife  into  the  perplexities  of  that  theolo- 
gical difcuflion.  I  (hall  comprifc  what  I  find  necelFary  to  fay 
upon  it  in  very  few  words.  My  Lords,  thefe  Epifcopalians 
take  a  diftinftion, 'and  it  is  a  juftdiftinftion,  between  a  purely 
fpiritual  aad  a  political  Epifcopacy.  A  political  Epifcopacy 
belongs  to  an  eftablifhed  Church,  and  has  no  exiftence  out  of 
an  eftabliihment.  This  fort  of  Epifcopacy  was  neccflarily 
unknown  in  the  world  before  the  time  of  Gonftantine.  But 
in  all  the  preceding  ages  there  was  a  pure  fpiritual  Epifcopacy ; 
an  order  of  men  fet  apart  to  Infpeft  and  manage  the  fpiritual 
affairs  of  the  Church,  as  a  fociety  in  itfelf  totally  unconnefted 
with  civil  Government.  Now,  my  Lords,  thefe  Scotch  Epif- 
copalians think,  that,  when  their  Church  was  caft  off  by  the 
ftate  at  the  revolution,  their  Church,  in  this  difcarded  divorced 
ftate,  reverted  to  that  which  had  been  the  condition  of  every 
Church  in  Chriftendom,  before  the  eftabliihment  of  Chrifti- 
anity  in  the  Roman  Empire  by  Conftantine  the  Great ;  that 
lofing  all  their  political  capacity,  they  retained  however  the 
authority  of  the  pure  fpiritual  Epifcopacy  within  the  Church 
.itfclf ;  and  that  is  the  fort  of  Epifcopacy  to  which  they  now 
pretend.  I,  my  Lords,  as  a  Churchman,  have  fomc  rcfpeft 
for  thatpretenfion.  But  I  have  no  wifh  to  lead  the  Houfj  into 
a  difcuHion  about  it.  The  merits  of  the  bill  reft  not  on  the 
validity  of  that  Epifcopacy  in  any  fenfe.  In  what  fenfe  the 
Bi(hop£  of  this  Church  ^f  Scotch  Epifcopalians  may  be  Bi- 
fliops,  whether  they  are  Biftiops  in  any  fenfe,  is  not  the  quef- 
lion.  What  the  validity  of  their  ordinations  may  be,  is  not 
the  queftion.  The  fingle  queftion  is,  arc  thefe  Scotch  Epif- 
copalians good  fubjefts,  and  do  they  hold  religious  principles, 
in  the  emphatic  language  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
WQolfack,  fit  to  be  tolerated?  That  is  to  fay,  are  they  good  fub- 
jeSs,  and  do  they  agree -vsith  u§  in  the  fundamentals  of'Chrif- 
tianity?  for  thofe  are  the  religious  principles^?/  to  be  tolerated. 
If  they  can  fatisfy  us  oij  thefe  points,  the  Legiflature  is  not  at 
all  coiicerned  in  tl^e  queftion  of  the  fpiritual  validity  of  their 
orders-  My  Lords,  confider  only  how  we  deal  with  Proteil- 
ant  Diffenters  here  in  England  ;  for  all  that  I  would  afk  for 
our  Scotch  brethren  is,  that  they,  as  Diffenters  from  the  eftab- 
liihed  Church  of  Scotland,  fhould  be  put  upon  the  fame  foot- 
ing with  the  Proteftant  Diffenters  from  the  Church  of  England^ 

3D  a 
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My  Lords,  by  the  Toleration  ad  of  the  ift  of  William  and 
Mary,  aPaftor  of  a  cbngregation  of  Proteftant  Diifenters  mull 
enter  the  place  and  fituation  of  his  meeting-houfe ;  he  muil 
,  give  in  his  own  name  and  place  of  abode ;  he  muft  take  the 
oaths  to  Government ;  and  he  muft  fliew  that  he  agrees  with  us 
in  the  fundamentals  of  the  Chriftian  religion  ;  and  by  the  terms 
of  that  ftatute,  which  is  the  narroweft  of  all  the  prefent  fchemes 
of  toleration,  he  muft  moreover  teftify  his  agreement  with  us 
in  the  general  principles  of  Proteftantifm.  This  he  does  by 
fttbfcribing  a  great  many  of  the  39  articles.  My  Lords,  when 
the  diflentingMinifter  has  complied  with  thefe  conditions,  he 
is  never  aiked,  no  one  has  authority  to  aik  him,  f*  Sir,  how 
**  comes  it  that  you  call  yourfelf  a  Clergyman  ?  What  are  your 
**  orders  ?  By  whom  were  you  ordained  ?  By  what  ritual  V* — 
He  has  given  the  fecurity,  that  all  good  fubjefls  give,  for  his 
loyalty  to  Government.  He  profefles  religious  principles  j&  to 
hi  tolerated.  That  is  enough.  He  is  admitted,  without  far- 
ther inquiry,  to  all  the  benefits  of  toleration.  Now,  my 
Lords,  here  are  a  fet  of  Diflenters  from  the  eftablifhed  Church 
of  Scotland,  good  fubje£ls,  and  holding  religious  principles 
very//  to  be  tolerated,  my  Lords  ;  for  the  caufe  of  their  diflent 
from  the  eftablifhed  Church  of  Scotland,  is  their  very  near 
agreement  with  the  eftabliftied  Church  of  England  ;  and  they 
approach  your  Lordfliips  with  this  modeft  requeft,  that  they 
may  not  be  more  hardly  dealt  with,  than  Proteftants  of  various 
denominations,  differing  more  widely  from  both  eftablilh- 
ments. 

My  Lords,  one  thing  that  fell  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolfack,  ftruck  my  mind  very  forcibly,  as  dc- 
ferving,  I  mean,  a  ferious  confideration.  His  Lordftiip  gave 
it  as  his  opinion,  that  it  would  be  for  the  credit  of  Epifcopacy 
in  Scotland,  that  their  congregations  fhould  be  fupplied  with 
Minifters,  according  to  the  intention  of  the  19th  of  the  late 
King,  ordained  by  Biftiops  of  the  £ngli(h  or  Irifh  Church« 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  if  I  took  his  argument  right,  faidf 
that  the  ftatute,  pafled  in  favour  of  the  Scotch  Epifcopalians^ 
in  the  loth  of  Queen  Anne,  would  bear  him  put  in  that  opi- 
nion. That  ftatute  made  it  '^  free  and  lawful  for  all  thofe  of 
'^  the  Epifcopal  communion  in  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called 
*^  Scbtlandy  to  meet  and  aiTemble  for  the  exercife  of  Divine 
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worfhip,  to  be  performed  after  their  own  manner,  by  Paf- 
tors  ordained  by  a  Proteftant  Bifliop."  The  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  conceive?,  that  under  the  latitude  of ,  this  expreflion, 
**  a  Proteftant  Bifliop,"  the  ftatute  meant  indeed  to  tolerate 
the  ejedled  Bifhops,  and  the  Clergy  immediately  ordained  by 
them,  but  not  to  extend  the  toleration  to  the  fucceffion.  My 
Lords,  I  muft  take  the  liberty  to  diiFer  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  upon  the  conftrudion  of  this  ftatute  of  Queea 
Anne.  I  think  it  was  the  intention  of  the  ftatute  to  extend  its 
toleration,  beyond  the  ejefted  Biftiops  themfelves,  to  the  whole 
fucceilion.  For  I  find,  my  Lords,  that  of  the  thirteen  Bilhops 
of  Scotland  eje£led  at  the  Revolution,  (the  diocefes  were  in  all 
fourteen,  but  it  happened  that  one  fee  was  vacant  when  the 
Revolution  took  place ;  thirteen  BiOiops,  therefore,  were  ejedl- 
ed.  Now  of  thofe  thirteen)  f^ven  certainly,  probably  eight, 
were  dead  before  the  loth  of  Queen  Anne,  and  a  ninth  was 
out  of  the.  kingdom  ;  for  he  fled  with  the  abdicated  King.  At 
the  time,  therefore,  when  this  aft  was  paifed,  no  more  than 
four  of  the  cjefted  Biftiops  were  alive,  and  within  the  kingdom. 
And  four  new  confecrations  had  taken  place ;  two  in  the  4.th 
of  Queen  Anne,  and  two  more  in  the  8th.  At  the  time, 
therefore,  wheQ  this  aft  was  palled,  the  Scotch  Epifcopacy 
confifted  of  an  equal  number  of  the  original  Bilhops,  and  of 
the  fucceftion ;  four  of  each ;  and  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
aft,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  argued,  to  confine  the 
toleration  to  the  ejefted  Biftiops,  and  exclude  the  fucceftion, 
I  can  only  fay,  my  Lords,  that  the  framers  of  that  ftatute  did 
their  bufinefs  not  quite  fo  well  as  buftnefs  of  that  fort  was  ufed 
to  be  done  in  thofe  times. 

My  Lords,  with  refpeft  to  the  interefts  of  Epifcopacy  in 
Scodand,  my  opinion  is  unfortunately  the  very  reverfe  of  that 
<of  the  noble  and  learned  JLord.  The  credit  of  Epifcopacy  will 
never  be  advanced  by  thefcheme  of  fupplying  the  Epifcopalian 
congregations  in  Scotland  with  paftors  of  our  ordination.  And 
for  this  reafon,  my  Lords,  that  it  would  be  an  im^erfeft, 
ctippled  Epifcopacy  that  would  be  thus  upheld  in  Scotland.—* 
When  a  Clergyman,  ordained  by  one  of  us,  fettles  as  a  paftor 
erf  a  congregation  in  Scotland,  he  is  oi|t  of  the  reach  of  our  au^ 
thority*  We  have  no  authority  there ;  we  can  have  oo  autho- 
rity iheje.    The  I^giflature  can  give  us  no  authority  there. 
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The  attempt  to  introduce  any  thing  of  an  authorized  political 
Epifcopacy  in  Scotland,  would  be  a  direil  infringement  of  the 
Union. 

My  Lords,  as  to  the  notion  that  Clergymen  fliould  be  ori- 
ginally ordained  by  us  to  the  miniftry  in  Scotland,  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Vifcount,  that  the  thing  would  be  contrary  to  all 
rale  and  order*  No  Bifhop,  who  knows  what  he  does,  or- 
dains without  a  title.  And  a  title  muft  be  a  nomination  to 
fomething  certain  in  the  diocefe  of  the  Bi'hop  that  ordains.  My 
Lords,  an  appointment  to  an  Epifcopal  congregation  in  Scot- 
land is  no  more  a  title  to  me,  or  to  any  Biihop  of  the  Englifli 
Bench,  oranyBilhopof  the  Irifh  Bench,  than  an  appointment 
to  a  Church  in  Mefopotamia. 

.My  Lords,  with  refpedt  to  marriages,  I  agree  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  that,  if  this  bill  (hould 
pafs,  the  Epifcopalians  will  be  authorifed  to  marry  in  their 
mceting-houfes  by  the  loth  of  Qiieen  Anne.  But,  my  Lords, 
I  fee  no  inconvenience  that  can  arife  from  this.  It  will  open 
no  door  toclandeftine  marriages.  For  though  they  will  be  au- 
thorifed to  marry,  they  will  not  be  authorifed  to  marry  other- 
wife  than  in  conformity  to  the  regulations  of  the  loth  of  Queen 
Anne ;  that  is  to  fay,  they  can  marry  thofe  only  whofe  banns 
have  been  regularly  publiflied,  not  only  in  the  meeting  houfes 
where  the  marriage  is  to  be  folemnized,  but  in  the  kirks  of  the 
parifhes  where  the  parties  are  refident. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  go  farther.  I  fay,  that  this  bill  will  give 
them  no  authority  with  refpeft  to  marriages,  but  what  they  do 
already  enjoy  and  exercife.  My  Lords,  the  faft  is,  that  thefe 
Epifcopalians  do  now  folemnize  marriages  every  day.  They 
folemnize  marriages  legally.  They  folemnize  marriages  un- 
der the  exprefs  covert  and  fanclion  of  the  perf^cuting  ftatutes. 

And  thefe  marriages  fo  folemnized  by  them My  Lords,  in 

what  I  am  going  to  aflert,  I  (land  in  the  judgement  of  nobk 
Lords  to  /whom  the  laws  of  Scotland  are  more  accurately  known 
than  they  fnay  be  fuppofed  to  be  to  me — • — But,  my  Lords, 
thefe  marriages  folemnized  by  thefe  Epifcopalians,  are,'  \  fay, 
good  and  valid  by  the  laws  of  Scotland.  And,  my  Lords,  the 
ground  of  my  aflert  ion  is  this  :  our  marriage  z&.  extends  not  to 
Scotland.  Therefore  by  the  law  and  ufuage  of  Scotland  it  is 
^ot  neceflary  that  any  (hould  be  prefent  at  a  wedding,    except 
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the  parties  themfelves  (that  is  two)  the  man,  who  is  to  aft  as 
father  and  give  the  bride  away  (that  is  three)  and  the  Clergy- 
man, or  pretended  Clergyman,  who  is  to  perform  the  cere- 
mony, (that  is  four.)  Now,  my  Lords,  by  the  exprefs  per- 
milfion  of  the  19th  of  the  late  King,  which  I  call  the  perfecut- 
ing  ftatute,  four  perfons  may  aflemble  for  the  celebration  of 
any  religious  rite.  For  the  meeting  is  not  illegal,  unlefs  five 
be  prefent,  over  and  above  the  members  of  a  family,  if  the 
place  of  aflembly  be  a  houfe  inhabited  by  a  family,  or  five,  if 
the  place  of  aflembly  be  a  houfe  not  inhabited  by  a  family. 

My  Lords,  thefe  are  my  notions  upon  the  points  that  have 
been  agitated.  I  fhall  not  go  into  points  that  have  not  been 
brought  forward  in  obj^ftion,  though  I  am  prepared  to  meet 
any  other  objeftions  that  might  be  moved.  But  I' am  fenfible 
that  I  have  already  taken  up  too  much  of  your  Lordfliips'  time, 
and  I  fear,  rather  irregularly,  when  in  fadl  no  exprefs  quef- 
tion  is  before  tne  Houfe.  I  am  aware  that  the  bill  muft  re- 
ceive amendments  in  the  Committee,  and  perhaps  additions. 
But  the  principle  of  the  bill  has  my  entire  approbation. 

Lord  HAY  (Earl  of  Kinnoul)  made  a  fliort  fj>eech  in 
favour  of  the  bill,  upon  the  principles  of  univerfal  tolera- 
tion ;  after  which,  the  bill  was  read  a  fecond  time,  and 
committed  for  Wednefday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday,  'T^d  May. 

Lord  Mornington  and  other  Members  defired  a  conference 
"with  their  Lord  (hips,  upon  a  matter  of  high  concern  to  the  ho- 
nour and  intereft  of  the  kingdom. 

The  conference  was  immediately  held  in  the  Painted  Cham- 
ber;  the  Duke  of  Leeds  in  the  chair ;  with  eleven  other  Peers. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Fox,  and  Mr.  Wil- 
berforce,  Sir  Watkin  Lewes,  and  other  Members,  attended  be- 
low  the  bar,  when  Mr.  Pitt  addrefled  the  Chair ;  and  delivered 
the  Fefolutions  which  the  Commons  have  already  come  to,  for 
the  gradual  abolition  of  the  flave  trade. 

The  report  of  the  conference  was  made  by  the  Duke  of  Leeds, 
and  the  feveral  refolutions  were  read. 
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Lord  GREKVILLE  faid,  it  was  his  intention  to  move  the 
Houfe,  thsit  the  papers  tranfmitted  from  the  Commons  might 
be.printcd,  that  the  Houfe  might  be  in  pofleflion  of  the  fafts ; 
and  it  appeared  to  his  Lordftiip  impoflible  for  any  noble  Lord 
to  objeft  to  the  rcfolutions  fubmitted  by  the  Commons  to  their 
confideratlon. 

Lord  STORMONT  infifted  that  proof  of  all  the  fads  on 
which  the  rgfolutions  of  the  Commons  were  founded,  ought  to 
be  authenticated  upon  oafh  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe.  In  the 
cafe  of  the  Irifli  propofitions,  this  was  the  mode  adopted.  His 
Lordfhip  never  would  give  up  the  privilege  and  power  of  that 
Houfe  to  judge  for  itfelf,  and  would  not  give  implicit  confidence 
even  to  the  Houfe  of  C-ommons. 

Earl  STANHOPE  called  it  an  abominable  accurfed  trade^ 
which  needed  no  other  proof  than  to  prove  the  exiftence  of  it, 
in  order  to  convince  the  noble  Lords,  in  common  with  the  reft 
of  mankind,  that  it  ought  to  be  aboliflied.  If  the  traders  in 
that  infamous  traffic  had  any  fubftantial  proof  to  do  away  the 
general  opinion  which  exifted  of  the  cruelty  of  the  trade,  the 
enus  probandi  lay  apOn  them. 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE,  (his  maiden  fpeech)  in  a  tone 
of  delivery  very  neat  and  animated,  declared,  that  he  had  no 
previous  intimation  that  a  queftion  of  this  magnitude  would  be 
fuddenly  brought  forward,  but  as  he  now  underftood  that  a 
noble  Lord  (looking  at  Lord  Grenville)  intended  to  move  the 
Houfe  to  approve  of  the  feveral  votes  which  the  Commons  had 
brought  up,  for  the  gradual  abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  he  in- 
tended to  give  his  reafons  why  it  ought  not  to  be  abolifhed  at 
all.  He  had  prooft  in  his  poffeffion,  and  mod  certainly  would 
adduce  them,  that  the  evidence* given  before  the  Committee  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  was  at  leaft  erroneous,  if  not  worfe. 
The  negroes  were  not  treated  in  the  manner  which  had  been  ft) 
fuccefsfully  held  up  to  the  public  view,  and' had  fomuch  agi- 
tated the  public  mind.  He  had  been  an  attentive  obferver  of  the 
circumftances  Attending  the  ftate  of  the  negroes,  and 'had  no 
doubt — (Here  he  apologifed  for  his  want  of  information  of  the 
rules  of  the  Houfe — Hear !  Hear !  was  the  refponfe}  but  he 
could  bring  forward  proofs  to  convince  their  Lordfliips,  that 
their  ftate  was  far  from  being  miferable ;  on  the  contrary, 
when  the  various  ranks  of  fociety  were  confidered  andcpntem* 
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plated,  they  were  comparatively  in  a  ftate  of  humble  happi- 
nefs.  Another  circumftance  had  great  weight  with  his  Royal 
Highnefs,  namely,  that  an  implicit  obedience  to  the  didates  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  much  as  he,  as  an  individual  Peeft 
refpefted  that  Houfe,  would  render  the  Houfe  of  Peers  ufelef% 
and  thus  the  natural  and  conftituent  balance  in  the  conAitutioa 
would  be  endangered.  This  he  never  would  endure.  Full 
and  fubftantial  proof  only  would  fatisfy  him,  that  the  enormi- 
ties complained  of  actually  exiftcd.  Another  conflderation  was, 
the  great  property  and  the  immenfe  commerce  which  were 
intimately  conne6led  with  this  trade.  Upon  the  whole,  he 
was  determined  to  bring  forward  his  proofs  at  a  future  period 
of  the  bufmefs;  and  he  hoped  he  had  nof  tranfgrefled  the  rules 
of  the  Houfe. 

The  Lord  Chancellor,  and  feveral  other  Lords,  fpoke  a  ftw 
words ;  but  no  queftion  was  moved.  The  converfation  dropped, 
and  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

'  ^-        Fridayy  ^k  May* 

Counfel  heard  on  an  appeal. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday  J  "jth  May. 

Several  bills  were  brought  from  the  Commons  and  read  a  firft 
time. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy    8/A^  May* 

Lord  STORMONT  faid,  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  mor- 

ing,  to  have  their  Lordfhips  fummoned,  in  order  to  call  their 

attention  to  the  refolutions  fent  up  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 

relative  to  the  abolition  of  the  flavc  trade;    refolutions,  of  as 

important  a  nature  as  ever  had  been  fubmitted  to  their  Lord-* 

fliips*  conflderation  at  any  period  of  our  hiftory.  His  Lordfliip 

Was  fatisfied,    that  it  was  unnepeflary  for  him  to  remind  the 

Houfe,  that  it  was  not  only  their  immediate  duty  to  call  wit- 

neiTes  to  their  bar,    to  gii'e  evidence  to  fatisfy  themfelves  of 

the  truth  of  the  fa^bs  upon  which  the  Commons  had  proceedcdj 
VoL.XXXIIL  %^ 
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but  that  they  had  an  undoubted  right  to  alter  and  ntKxlify  every 
refolution  that  the  other  Houfe  had  come  to,  as  to  their  wi£- 
dom  fliould  feem  meet.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  he  would  not  ofroran]r 
argument  in  fupport  of  the  motion,  which  he  meant  to  fubmit 
to  the  Houfe,  as  he  confidered  it  to  be  a  motion  of  courfe,  to 
which  no  reafonable  objeftion  could  be  offered  ;  but  if  any  ob- 
jeftions  Ihould,  contrary  to  his  cxpeSation,  be  made,  he  re- 
lied on  their  Lordfhips'  indulgence  to  be  permitted  to  make  a 
reply.     He  concluded  with  moving, 

**  That  this  Houfe  do  forthwith  proceed  to  examine  evi- 
^*  dence  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  refolutions  relative  to  the  aboli- 
•*  tion  of  the  flave  trade,  fent  from  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
•'  and  into  the  prefcnt  (late  of  the  Weft-India  Hlands,  the 
*'  average  quantity  of  fugar  and  rum  that  they  produced,  and 
**  the  whole  of  their  trade." 

Lord  .GRENVILLE  began  with  expreffing  bis  concern, 
that  the  noble  Vifcount  had  changed  his  ground,  fince  they  had 
laft  entertained  the  fubjedl,  and  come  forward  with  a  motion, 
to  which  he  not  only  could  not  give  his  concurrence,  but 
fhould  hold  it  to  be  his  indifpenfable  duty  to  propofe  an  amend- 
ment. It  was  agreed  on  alf  hands,  that  delay  ought  to  be  ftu- 
dioufly  avoided,  and  that  it  was  on  every  confideration  necef-' 
fary  that  the  queftion  (hould  be  fet  at  reft  as  fpeedily  as  pof- 
fible.  With  that  view  of  the  fubjeS,  he  could  not  but  declare, 
that  he  thought  the  noble  Vifcount's  motion  obje£lionable,  as 
it  would  rather  tend  to  procraftinate  than  to  accelerate  the  de- 
cifion  of  the  greaft  and  important  queftion,  to  which  their  Lord- 
fliips  muft' ultimately  come.  For  his  part^  from  what  he  knew 
of  the  fubje£l,  he  had  no  fcruple  to  acknowledge  that  his  mind 
was  made  up  completely  upon  it,  ancl  he  was  ready  to  agree  to 
the  refolutions  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  at  the  fame  time, 
however^  he  profefled  himfelf  to  be  open  to  convi6lion,  and 
that  if  any  evidence  could  be  brought,  or  any  arguments  be 
urged,  of  fufficient  weight  and  force  to  do  away  the  ftrong  im- 
preilion  that  his  mind  had  received,  he  would  yield  to  it  due 
deference.  But  clear  he  was,  that  delay,  let  the  ultimate  de- 
cifion  of  the  Houfe  be  what  it  might,  ought  to  be  avoided  ;  and 
he  conceived  the  receiving  evidence  up  ftairs  in  a  Committee 
would  fave  time,  and  eifentially  acconunodate  the  Houfe.  He 
reminded  their  Lordfhips  of  the  ilate  of  publig  bufinefs^  whick 
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preflcd  upon  theirtime,  and  would  neceffarily  engage  the  great- 
eft  part  of  their  attention  for  fome  weeks  to  come.  He  faid, 
it  was  by  no  means  contrary  to  the  ufage  and  praftice  of  Parli- 
ament to  take  evidence  in  a  Committee  above  ftairs ;  that  the 
Houfe  had  done  fo  on  two  important  occafions,  vie.  on  the 
Bofton  Port  bill,  previous  to  the  American  war,  and  on  a 
much  more  recent  occafion,  which  could  not  but  have  left  a 
lafting  impreffion  on  the  minds  of  every  one  of  their  Lordftiips, 
He  trufted,  therefore,  that  the  Houfc  would  agree  with  him 
in  the  amendment  that  he  fhcHjld  move.  He  contended,  that 
for  the  fake  of  preferving  the  national  charafler  from  difgrace, 
the  flave  trade  ought  to  be  abolifhed.  He  defcribed  it  not  only 
as  a  traffic  founded  in  inhumanity  and  injuftice,  but  as  a  traffic 
impolitic  and  unneceflary.  He  faid,  it  had  been  univerfally 
agreed,  that  our  old  Weft-India  iflands  ought  not  to  have  new 
cultivation  introduced  in  them,  and  that  if  they  could  be  main- 
tained in  their  prefent  ftate  of  cultivation,  every  objeft  of  th« 
planters,  and  thofe  interefted  in  them,  would  be  anfwered.— ^ 
Were  that  faS  afcertained,  he  flattered  himfelf  no  man  would 
confefs  himfelf  an  advocate  for  the  continuance  of  a  trade  fo 
unprincipled*  He  defired  to  be  undcrftood,  as  not  meaning  ta 
infmuate  any  thing  to  the  prejudice  of  any  defcription  of  per- 
fons,  or  of  any  individual  whatfoever  ;  but  fmcerely  defirous, 
as  he  was,  of  coming  to  a  decifion  upon  the  great  queftion  as 
fpeedily  as  poffible,  and  at  the  fame  time  of  having  every  necef- 
fary  information  before  them,  he  begged  leave  to  move,  that 
the  words,  "  this  Houfe,"  be  omitted,  and  the  words,  "  A 
**  Committeer  of  this  Houfe  above  ftairs,"  be  inferted  in  th« 

queftion. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  having  ftated  the  queftion, 

as  originally  moved,  and  the  amendment. 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  contended  that  the  cultivation 
of  the  Weft-India  iflands  could  not  be  kept  up  to  its  prefent  ex- 
tent, without  frefli  fupplies  of  flaves  by  importation.  Of  thif 
he  was  well  informed,  that  fatisfaSory  evidence  would  be  pro- 
duced at  their  Lordftiips*  bar.  But  even  if  this  were  not  the 
cafe,  who  could  fayi  that  without  injuftice,  the  planters  were 
to  be  prevented  from  extending  the  cultivation  of  their  eftates, 
by  depriving  them  of  the  means  ?     He  confiderpd  the  queftioa 

as  of-the  utmoft  importance  to  the  commerce^  the  naVigatio% 

3  E  3t 
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mnd  the  rtiaritime  ftrength  of  the  coun-try,  on  all  which  poioU 
their  Lord  (hips  might  fat  isfy  them  felves  by  evidence  atthe  bar* 
If  the  rcfult  of  that  evidence  fhould  be  to  prove  that  *he  flavi 
trade  might  be  abolifhcd  with  fafety,  he  ihoulJ  retraA  the  opi- 
nion he  had  formed.  If,  on  the  contrary,  th*^  eirecl  of  the  cvi* 
dence  fhould  be  to  prove  that  it  could  not  be  abolished  with  fafe^- 
ty,  he  (hould  certainly  oppofe  it. 

JLord  STORMONT  rofe  again  in  fupport  of  bis  nvotion, 
and  began  with  fome  preliminary  arguments  relative  to  his 
conduft,  when  the  fubjedl  i\id  hit  been  under  difcuflion..  The 
noble  Secretary  of  State,  he  faid,  had  been  miftaken,  in  fup- 
pofing  that  he  had  then  meant  to  come  forward  with  a  motion 
in  any  elTential  degree  different  from  that  which  he  had  juft 
made.  He  explained,  that  his  intentioli  had  been,  to  have 
moved,  th'at  the  Houfe  refolve  itfclf  into  a  Committee  ot  the 
whole  Houfe,  for  the  purpofe  of  receiving  evidence,  and  that 
the  only  difference  was,  that  he  had  then  moved,  "  that  the 
^*  Houfe  itfclf  .do  forthwith  proceed  to  receive  evidence." — 
The  noble  Secretary  of  State  had  on  the  former  day  offered  to 
fecond  his  motion,  and  therefore  he  was  not  a  little  furprifed 
at  the  objeftions  he  had  then  ftated.  Their  Lrordfhips  would 
recollect,  that  when  the  Irifh  propofitions  were  under  their 
confideration,  they  had  heard  evidence  at  their  bar,  and  furely 
the  prefent  was  not  a  lefs  \mportant  fubjeft  of  inquiry,  than 
the  refolutions  of  tjje  Houfe  of  Commons  relative  to  the  Irifh 
propofitions.  The  noble  Secretary  of  State,  he  remarked,  had 
talked  of  the  period  of  the  feffion,  an  objeition  which  appeared 
to  him  to  be  but  of  fmall  validity,  fince  they  were  only  in  the 
firft  week  of  May,  and  he  perfedlly  well  recoUedled  his  having 
fweltered  in  debate  in  the  middle  of  July.  The  noble  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  faid,  that  his  mind  was  made  up  upon  the 
fubjefti  but  furely,  howevercnlightened  that  noble  Lord  might 
be  upon  the  great  queftion  that  would  ultimately  call  for  their 
decifion,  he  would  not  deny  other  noble  Lords  the  opportu- 
nity of  availing  themfelves  of  fome  of  thofe  lights  which  he 
had  obtained  upon  the  fubjed.  His  Lordfhip  contended,  that 
examining  witneifcs  at  their  bar,  was  the  only  dignified  mode 
«of  proceeding,  in  a  matter  of  fuch  great  magnitude,  and  that  it 
ought  not,  like  light  and  trivial  topics,  to  be  fent  to  a  Commit- 
tee above  flairs,  where  they  all  knew  bufineft  was  tranfadcd  ia 
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a  more  ilovenly  and  lefs  folemn  manner  than  in  the  Houfe. 
For  theft  reafons  he  muft  adhere  to  the  original  motion. 

Lord  GRENV ILLE  faid>  he  did  not  mean  at  preftnt  to 
enter  into  any  difcuffion  whatever  concerning  the  degree  of 
compenfation  to  be  granted  to  thofe  who  might  think  their  pro* 
perty  injured.  He  declared  for  his  own  part  that  he  required 
no  farther  information  on  the  fubje£l  than  he  was  already  pof- 
fefled  of  to  pronounce  the  opinion  which  he  had  formed  upon 
this  queftion.  He  certainly  was  not  fo  obflinate  in  his  opini- 
ons as  to  be  deaf  to  convidion,  if  evidence  could  be  produced, 
that  upon  examination  the  fafts  already  brought  forward  fhould 
turn  out  to  be  otherwife  than  he  had  received  them.  The  great 
queftion  he  took  to  be  this :  whether  importation  of  African 
(laves  into  the  Weft-India  iflands  was  neceflary  to  keep  up 
thofe  iflands  in  their  prefent  ftate  of  cultivation  i  And  whether 
it  wasproper  or  juft  to  continue  this  abominable  and  difgracefiil 
trade  for  the  purpofe  of  increafing  the  cultivation  ?  The  laft 
feemed  to  be  given  up  by  the  friends  of  the  ilave  trade,  and  the 
other  he  was  perfeSly  fatisfied  about  likewife.  He  knew  of 
no  confideration  that  ought  to  induce  a  great  and  free  country 
to  continue  a  traffic  fo  inhuman.  With  regard  to  what  had 
been  faid  of  the  debates  during  the  American  war,  and  on  the 
queftion  of  regency,  he  did  not  fee  how  either  cafe  applied  to 
the  preftnt. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  faid,  it  was  much  to  be  wiflied  that 
the  noble  Lord,  who  feemed  to  be  fo  well  informed  upon  this 
fubjeA,  woiild  difleminate  fome  of  thofe  lights  which  he  had 
received  to  other  noble  Lords,  that  might  enable  them  to  give 
their  votes  as  cafily  as  the  noble  Lord  ;  hitherto  they  were  not 
pofleffed  of  any  fuch  proofs.  He  referred  to  what  had  been 
urged  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  of  high  authority  in  .  that 
Houfe,  upon  the  libel  kill,  and  the  neceftity  there  was  for  tak- 
ing the  opinion  of  the  Judges  in  that  cafe  ;  and  then  afked, 
whether  the  importance  of  the  prefent  Queftion  was  not  of  that 
magnitude  that  entitled  it  to  a  very  deliberate  difcuflion,  and 
perhaps,  doubts  might  arift,  that  required  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges,  which  could  not  be  obtained  if  they  w«nt  to  an  up-ftairs 
Committee.  Suppofing  even  that  their  Lordftxips  were  to  fe^ 
folve  that  the  trade  was  illegal,  how  could  they  difpofe  of  the 
"petitions  which  lay  on  their  table,  frcnn^  very  refpeftable  body 
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of  men,  without  inquiring  at  $11  whether  the  apprehenfions  and 
alarms,  which  the  abolition  gave  rife  to,  were  well  founded  or 
rot.     He  was  clearly  for  hearing  evidence  at  the  bar. 

The  Biihop  of  LONDON  faid,  he  thought  himfelf,  from  ' 
what  he  already  knew,  fufficiently  warranted  to  declare  that  * 
the  flave  trade  ought  to  be  abolilhed.  With  regard  to  the 
mode  of  examining  witneflTes,  he  thought  an  up-ftairs  Com- 
'mittce  preferable  to  hearing  evidence  at  their  Lordfliips'  bar, 
becaufe  it  could  be  fooner  finifhed  that  way  (  and  when  noble 
Lords  reflefted  that  every  year,  nay,  every  month,  that  they 
dtlayed  the  abolition,  they  were  condemning  thoufands  of  theic 
fellow-creatures  to  captivity  and  death,  they  would  not  delay 
for  one  moment  coming  to  refolutions  on  the  fubjeft.  Inde- 
pendent of  all  that  had  been  faid  of  the  treatment  of  thofe  un- 
fortunate wretches  in  the  Weft  Indies,  he  was  convinced  and 
fatisiied  that  the  methods  of  procuring  them  in  Africa  were 
wicked  and  abominable  in  the  extreme.  What  he  had  feen  of 
the  evidence  afforded  not  only  a  curious  hiftory  of  Africa,  but 
the  ftrongeft  proofs  that  the  African  flave  trade  was  in  every 
branch  of  it  repugnant  to  religion,  morality,  and  juftice.  Be- 
ing therefore  convinced  that  it  was  eflentially  and  radically  vi- 
cious, except  very  ftrong  evidence  indeed  of  the  contrary  could 
be  brought,  his  inind  would  be  made  up  on  the  queftion,  from 
what  he  already  knew.  He  begged  leave  to  fay,  that  he  did 
not  mean  in  any  degree  to  throw  the  leaft  rcfle<$iion  on  the 
Weft- India  gentlemen,  for  whom  he  had  every  reafon  to  pro- 
fefs  high  refpeft.  If  it  could  be  proved  that  an  abolition  of  the 
flave  trade  would  materially  afFeft  their  property,  or  produce 
ruin  to  the  iflands,  that,  he  confefled,  would  ftagger  his  mind ; 
but  he  believed  it  to  be  quite  otherwife,  and  that  a  very  (hort 
time  would  convince  both  this  country,  and  thofe  iflands,  that 
the  abolition  was  for  their  mujual  intereft  and  advantage.  As 
to  the  alarms  occafioned  by  the  difcufllon  of  this  fubjeft,  he 
would  only  fay,  that  flie  dlfcuflion  of  any  great  meafure  muft 
be  attended  with  alarms  and  agitation  to  the  public  mind.—* 
When  the  Regulation  bill  was  brought  forward,  and  argued^ 
it  created  much  alarm,  and  was  faid  to  be  ruinous  to  Weft-* 
India  property  ;  and  yet  no  fuch  confequence  had  taken  place. 
From  this,  the  learned  Prelate  was  refexring  to  the  RuflSaa 
armament,  and  other  great  qucftions,  which  had  occupied  ^ 
public  mit>d^  whea 


A.  1791.  DEBATES.  399 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  fpcke  to  order,  and  reminded  the 
^oble  and  learned  Lord,  that  this  was  not  the  time  for  enter*- 
ing  at  large  into  a  difcuffion  of  the  (lave  trade,  far  lefs  int^ 
queftions  entirely  diftindt  from  it. 

The  Bifhop  of  LONDON  recurred  to  his  argument,  and 
ftated,  that  as  a  Member  of  the  Privy  Council,  he  had  for  thir* 
teen  months  together  had  an  opportunity  of  examining  into  tht ' 
fubjcft,  and  that  he  fpoke  from  the  fulled  experience,  when 
he  faid,  the  ilave  trade  was  a  trade  unfit  to  be  carried  on  or 
protected  by  any  nation  profefling  religion,  morality,  or  even 
common  juflice  ;  and  that  to  talk  of  regulation  or  reform  in 
its  pradice,  was  an  idle  wade  of  words,  fince  the  trade  wa^ 
incapable  of  corredion,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  aboliihed. 
But  he  declared,  he  was  far  from  meaning  to  flirink  from  tlie 
quedion,  and  was  ready  to  confent,  that  evidence  might,  ia 
the  mod  folemn  way,  be  examined  at  the  bar,  upon  oatb» 
confcious  that  the  more  it  was  invedigated,  the  more  it  would 
be  felt,  that  it  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to. 

Lord  HAVO'KESBURY  thought  "it  confident  with  their 
Lordihips*  wifdom  and  dignity  not  to  agree  to  any  refolutions 
formed  elfewhere,  without  being  in  pofleffion  of  fufficient  evi^ 
dence  ;  the  bed  way  to  arrive  at  which,  he  took  to  be  by  ex* 
amination  at  the  bar.  In  arguing  the  commercial  intereft 
which  this  country  had  in  the  Wed-India  trade,  a  good  deal 
had  been  faid  refpe£ling  fugar,  but  he  defired  noble  Lords  to 
confider,  that  there  were  other  articles  of  that  trade  which  were 
of  equal  value,  and  deferved  equal  attention,  coSee  and  cotton, 
particularly  the  latter,  which  was  a  very  profitable  and  effen- 
tial  one.  A  certain  number  of  noble  Lords  who  had  fpoken,' 
recommended  evidence  being  heard  at  the  bar,  others  had  pre*- 
ferred  an  up-dairs  Committee,  and  each  feemed  fatisfied  that 
their  mode  was  right ;  but  could  all  their  Lordfhips  fay,  that 
they  were  fufliciently  informed  and  fatisfied  on  this  fubjeft  ? — 
He  would  not  hefitate  to  fay,^  that  the  commercial  intereds  of 
the  country  would  fuffer  by  an  abolition  of  the  flave  trade; 
and  he  agreed  in  what  had  been  fo  ably  dated  by  a  noble  Dukt, 
that  the  navigation  of  the  country  mud  fuffer,  and  he  knew 
the  revenue  mud.  He  begged  their  Lordfliips  might  cpnfidsr 
themfelves  a  Court  of  Judicature,  as  well  as  humanity,  and 
hare  fome  refpe£t  for  charters  granted,    and  a^bd  upon  for 
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more  than  a  centHiy  and  an  half,  which,  in  his  niind,  they 
were  either  pledged  to  adhere  to,  or  to  make  compenfation  to 
thofe  who  were  fufFercrs,  and  deceived  by  the  fandion  they  had 
fo  long  received.  If  the  petitioners  prayed  to  be  heard  by 
Counfel  at  the  bar,  he  thought  it  could  not  be  refufed  to  them ; 
the  great  cafes  that  had  been  alluded  to,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  difcufled,  he  thought  were  very  proper 
and  applicable  precedents. 

Lord  SYDNEY  made  a  fliort  fpeech  in^  favour  of  hearing, 
evidence  at  the  bar,  and  thought  the  quedion  might  be  as  ex- 
peditioufly  difcufled  in  that  way  as  by  a  Committee  up-ftairs, 
in  the  way  of  the  Committees  of  Privileges  on  the  Scotch  Peer- 
age elcftion,  and  the  trial  of  Mr.  Haftings,  which  fat  two 
days  a  week,  and  would  interfere  with  a  Committee  up-ftairs 
ffven  if  that  mode  was  adopted. 

Lord  SOMERS  faid  a  few  words  in  fupport  of  the  argument 
•f  Lord  Hawkefbury, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  left  the  woolfack,  and  be- 
gan  with  exprcffing  his  approbation  of  the  form  of  Lord  Stor- 
mont's  motion^  vvhich  referred  to  all  the  trade  of  the  Weft-In- 
dia iflandsy  and  necelTarily  included  cotton^  as  well  as  fugair 
and  rum.  His  Lordfhip  confidered  the  refohitions  of  the  lower 
Houfe  of  Parliament,  as  an  attempt  to  legidate  in  this  coun- 
try for  the  regulation  of  the  Weft- India  iflands  internaliy, 
which  he  ftated  to  be  perfeSly  new,  and  altogether  unprece- 
dented. Viewing,  therefore,  the  very  great  importance  of  the 
objedf  .  it  was  incumbent  on  their  Lordfliips  to  adt  indepen- 
dently and  fubftantively  for  themfelves,  without  being  at  all 
guided  or  governed  by  the  conduct  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 
H  he  could  be  fatisfied  that  the  Weft-India  iflands  could  be 
better  cultivated  by  a  different- mode  of  cultivation,  than  the 
planters  themfelves  praftifed  or  thought  prafticable,  he  (hould 
perhaps  be  willing  not  merely  to  encourage  the  planters  to 
adopt  that  mode  of  cultivation,  but  ready  to  employ  fome  de- 
gree of  force,  to  oblige  them  to  adopt  it. .  He  glanced  at  the 
long  continuance  ef  the  African  trade,  and  afked  how  it  hap- 
pened that  in  the  year  1792,  that  trade  ihould  be  confidered  as 
utterly  unfit  to  be  continued,  which  the  Legiflature  had  for  fo 
long  a  feries  of  years,  not  only  legalized,  but  uniformly  en- 
couraged }    With  regard  to  the  immediate  queftion  befoie  tht 
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Houfe,  it  was  well  known,  that  feveralncble  Lords  had  indif- 
penfable  avocations  on  the  forenoon  of  every  day,  and  could 
not  poflibly  attend  a  Committee  above  llairs;  that  undoubtedly 
the  fubjcdl  was  large  enough  to  call  for  every  de;^ree  of  fo* 
lemnily  and  dignity  that  the  Houfe,  by  any  of  its  forms,  could 
give  its  proceedings  upon  it,  and  that  it  would  not  be  pietenvled, 
that  bufinefs  was  tranfafted  in  a  Committee  above  ilairs  v.ith 
the  fame  degree  of  folemnity  as  in  tiiat  Hoiifa.  Withrefpedl . 
to  the  two  precedents  that  had  been  cited  by  the  noblt-  Secre- 
tary of  State,  he  did  not  fee  any  fort  of  analogy  between  them 
and  the  fubje<^  under  difcuflion.  In  the  cafe  of  the  Bofton 
Port  bill,  the  Committee  above  flairs  were  appointed,  not  to 
examine  witnelles  and  receive  evidence,  but  merely  to  have  cer- 
tain papers,  that  had  been  prefented  to  the  Houfe,  referred  to 
them  for  the  purpofe  of  their  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  their  con*  ' 
tents,  and  reporting  thereupon  to  the  Houfe.  In  the  other 
cafe,  in  which  their  Lordihips'  conduft  reflefted  fo  much  glory 
on  the  character  of  the  Sovereign,  and  fo  much  credit  on  them- 
felves,  they  muft  all  recolleft  that  the  obje£l  of  the  Committee 
was  cnly  to  fcarch  for,  colleft,  and  report  precedents*  Nei* 
ther  of  thefe  indanccs  therefore  went  to  the  prefent  point ;  and 
upon  a  confideration  of  the  arguments  ufjd  on  all  hands,  he 
thought  the  original  motion  ought  to  be  fuftained. 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
treated  this  fubjeft  more  with  fophiftry  than  argument ;  but  its 
importance  and  clearnefs  put  fophidry  entirely  out  of  the  quef- 
tion  ;  what  particularly  called  him  up  was,  the  very  curious 
propofition  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  when  he  feemed  fo 
delicate  to.  interfere  in  legiflating  for  the  internal  government 
of  the  colonies.  Certainly  the  Have  trade  in  Africa  was  no 
article  of  internal  legiflation  ;  and  this  doftiine  furprifed  him 
the  more,  when  he  recolleSed  the  fentiments  of  that  learned 
Lord  during  the  American  war  ;  but  what  muft  he  think  of 
the  noble  Lord's  delicacy  for  the  internal  government  of  the 
iflands,  by  not  putting  an  end  to  tke  Afrioah  flave  trade,  when  - 
he  follows  that  up  by  a  declaration,  that  it  extending  their  cul- 
tivation was  profitable,  this  country  fhould  force  them  to  it ; 
this,  in  his  opinion,  looked  fomcthing  more  like  legiflating  for 

the  colonies  than  the  other.     The  cafes  alluded  to  were  foreign 
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to  the  qlieftion,  and  he  was  decidedly  for  proceeding  with  the 
utmoft  difpatch  to  a  complete  abolition » 

Lord  RAW  DON  faid,  he  fliould  not  have  uttcrfcd  a  fyllabte 
on  the  fibjeft  of  the  prefent  queltion,  had  he  not  heard  what 
had  juft  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl,  whofe  warmth  he  could  not 
but  difapprove,  fince  the  fubjeft,  from  its  importance,  from 
the  bearing  it  had  upon  our  commerce,  our  navigation,  and 
colonial  iuterefts,  ought  to  be  difcufled  and  confidered  with  the 
utmoft  temper,-  and  the  mofl  governed  moderation.  He  pro- 
fefled  himfelf  a  friend  not  only  to  abolition,  but  an  advocate 
for  immediate  abolition,  as  his  mind  would  not  allow  him  to 
compound  with  iniquity.  He  highly  approved  of  the  ample 
manner  in  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack 
had  argued  the  fubjeft,  and  thought  the  queftion  lay  in  a  very 
narrow  compafs.  His  Lordihip  recommended  it  to  the  Houfe 
to  treat  the  whole  of  the  confideration  with  candour  and  cooU 
nefs.  He  alfo  faid,  he  thought  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
wrong  in  having  in  that  early  ftage  of  thebufinefs  alferted  that 
he  had  made  up  his  mind  on  the  fubje6t.  Every  noble  Lord 
ought  to  be  open  to  conviSion,  and  the  refolutions  of  the  Houfe 
*  of  Commons  muft  fall  fer  fliort  of  the  noble  Secretary  of  Staters 
idea,  according  to  his  own  ftatement,  as  his  mind  mud  necef* 
farily  go  to  nothing  lefs  than  an  immediate  abolition. 

The  Biibopof  ST.  DAVIDS's  declared,   that  he  wanted 
no  evidence  to  convince  him  of  the  iniquity  of  the  Have  trade, 
which,  from  what  he  had  read  upon  the  fubjed,  he  was  fatis- 
fied  could  not  be  countervailed  by  any  principles  of  policy  or 
expedience.     He  acknowledged,  that  he  fenfiblyfelt  that  con- 
fidetations  of  moral  duty  muft  ever  fuperfcde  obj;:£ls  of  mere 
policy,  and  in  the  cafe  of  the  flavc  trade  the  cai^fe  of  morality^ 
religiori  and  juftice  forcibly  appofed  itfelf  to  its  continuance- 
Admitted,  a&  it  was  agreed  on  all  fldes.,^  that  delay  (^ght  to  be 
avoided,  the  queftion  was,  which  mode  of  proceeding  was  the 
moft  likely  to  accelerate,  and  to  prepare  and  fit  their  l<ord(hips 
for  the  difcuflion  of  the  grand  pointy  viz.  the  queftion  of  abo- 
lition,   and  viewing  the  arguments  that  had  been  ufed  fairlvj^ 
he  really  thought  the  receiving  evidence  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe 
the  moft  prefei;able  mode  of  the  two.     He  fhould  therefore 
vote  for  the  noble  Vifcount's  motion,  hut  he  begged  to  be  uiv 
derftood,  as  not,  by  fo  doing,  fignifying  any  intention  what- 
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focTcr  to  be  bound  or  reftrained  in  the  future  progrcfs  of  the  dif- 
cuffion,  from  giving  the  moft  decided  fuRport  to  the  queftion 
for  the  abolition  of  the  (lave  trade. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  rofe  to  clear  himfelf  from  the  imputa- 
tion of  impropriety,  in  having  declared  that  he  had  made  up 
his  mind  upon  the  fubjeft,  and  (hould  vote  for  the  abolition. 
He  faid,  that  his  inclination  went  to  an  immediate  abolition,  ' 
becaufe  he  was  convinced  that  fo  fcandalous  a  traffic  ought  not 
to  exift  an  hour  longer,  and  he  had  not  raflily  formed  this  opi- 
nion, nor  taken  it  up  on  light  grounds.  As  a  Member  of  the 
Privy  Council  he  had  heard  all  the  evidence  adduced  before 
them,  which  alone  would  have  been  fufficient  to  have  convinced 
him,  but  exclufive  of  that,  he  had,  as  a  Member  of  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  read  the  evidence  given  before  their  Committee, 
and  he  had  two  or  three  times  fandioned  hi's  opinion  by  his 
vote,  he  thought  it  therefore  manly  to  avow  his  opinion  at 
•nee. 

The  Houfe  divided. 

Ayes  (for  the  amendment)    36 
Noes  -  -.        -    6;^ 

The  original  queftion  was  therefore  carried* 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

,        Wednejday^  ^th  May. 

In  a  Committee  upon  the  Scottiffi  Epifcopalians  bill,  Lord 
Cathcart  in  the  chair, 

The  Earl  of  ABINGDON  faid,  he  rofe  merely  to  fay^that 

he  had  no  objeftion  to  the  bill,  provided  it  was  not  intended, 

as  the  jockies  fay  at  Newmarket  **    as  a  take-in,"   or  in  the 

more  intelligible  Scotch  phrafe,  "  fcratch  me  and  Til  fcratch 

**  you,"  which  in  plain  Engllfh  is  this :    This  bill,  faid  he, 

.was  for  the  purpofc  of  removing  certain  difabilities,    under 

which  the  DifTenters  in  Scotland,   namely  the  Epifcopalians, 

labour  at  prefent,  which  may  be  very  fit  and  right  to  do  ;  but 

if  the  doing  of  this  was  meant  to  be  made  ufe  of  as  an  argument 

why  the  DiiTenters  in  England,  who  are  in  part  the  Prefbyte- 

rians  here,  ihould  be  entitled  to  fimilar  relief,  he  for  one  did 

not  give  his  vote  for  this  bill  upon  any  fuch  ground,  nor  wouldf 

he  admit  of  any  fuch  compromife. 

3F  a 
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.  The  right  reverend  Prelate-who  fpoke  in  fupport  of  the  bill, 
being  perhaps  whr^t  his  brother  of  Lindaff  is,  a  dilfenting  Bi- 
Ihop,  might  have' this  in  view,  but  he  who  was  an  Epifcopa- 
lian,  and  no  Prefbyterian,  and  having  not  yet  found  out  th: 
way  of  being  both,  mu(t  content  himfelf  with  knowing  that 
one  cannot  ferve  two  mafters,  and  upon  this  fcriptural  dodrine 
he  would  refl  his  condu<Sl. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  infifted,  that  the  prbciplc 
of  toleration  Ihould  never  be  carried  fo  far,  as  in  the  leaft  to 
trench  upon  the  eflablifhcd  religion.  Everything  Oiortof  that, 
which  could  raife  the  credit,  charailer,  and  fortunes  of  Dif- 
fenters,  ought  td  be  conceded.  His  Lordihip  wiflied  to  pro- 
pofe  amendments  to  fevcral  of  the  claufes,  but  not  being  pre- 
pared to  ftate  them  accuraiely,  moved,  that  the  Committee 
fhould  report  progrefs,  and  afk  leave  to  fit  again  on  Tuefday 
next,  which,  after  fome  converfation,  was  agreed  to. 

The  Houfc  adjourned, 

Thurfday^  loth  May. 

Several  private  bills  were  read  and  gone  through  without  any 
debate. 

The  Houfc  adjourned, 

Friday^  nth  May. 

Lord  STORMONT  had  a  motion  to  propofe  refpefiing 
the  petitions  of  thj  Welt- India  planters;  which,  however,  he 
Ihouldnot  prefs  at  prefent,  if  the  fmalleft  objection  were  made 
to  it,  left  it  might  occupy  too  much  of  their  Lordfhips*  time, 
on  a  day  when  fuch  very  iirporiant  bufmefs  was  before  them. 
As  the  Houfe  had  determuicd  to  hear  the  petitioners  by  them- 
felves,  or  their  co'infel,  it  was  prop^^r  to  give  them  notice  of 
the  fame,  and  to  fettle  the  order  in  which  they  fliould  be  heard. 
He  meant  to  propofe,  that  fuch  of  the  petitions  as  went  to  the 
fituation  of  the  ne 'roes  in  the  Weft- Indus  ftiouUl  be  fir  ft  con- 
fidered,  as  he  underftood  the  petitioners  were  defirous  to  have 
the  benefit  of  Lord  Macartney's  evidence  on  that  head. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  had  no  objedion  whatever,  and  would 
go  farther,  by  moving,  that  fomc  one  of  Ae  petitions  (hould  bc 
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fpecified  for  confideration  on  Monday  next.  He  difapproved 
of  all  delay  in  the  bufmefs  ;  and  had  he  known,  on  the  lail 
night  in  which  the  fubjedl  was  debated,  that  it  was  prop ofed 
to  defer  the  farti:er  proceedings  for  fo  long  a  term  as  fix  days, 
late  as  was  tl^c  hour,  he  fliould  Have  oppofed  the  proportion, 
and  diviiled  the  Hoiife  upon  it. 

A  petition  was  then  appointed  for  Monday,  and  notice  thereof 
ordered  to  be  given  to  the  agents. . 

Lord  RAW  DON  rofe  to  give  notice  of  his  intentions  on  a 
point,  in  which  he  fliould  not  have  interfered,  as  it  was  already 
in  the  hands  of  a  gentleman  of  the  mofl  refpecSablc  talents 
(Mr.  Grey),  but  that  he  underftood  that  gentleman  did  not 
mean  to  do  any  thing  in  it  till  next  fellion,  not  having  yet  ob- 
tained all  the  information  he  wiflied  for.  This  delay  might 
be  very  necelfary  for  perfefting  the  enlarged  deiign  in  the  con- 
templation of  the  honourable  gentleman ;  but  it  was  lament- 
able to  refleft,  that  in  thq  mean  time  a  number  of  deferving 
objecSs  were  languiihing  in  the  horrors  of  a  prifon,  from  whom 
all  hopes  of  relief  were  thus  cut  off  for  a  long  year.  He  fliould, 
therefore,  on  an  early  day  in  next  week^  brin  j  forward  a  pro- 
pofition,  not  for  inquiring,  but  for  empowering  the  Judges  of 
aflize,  &Q.  to  grant  fuitable  relief  in  cafes  which  requirpd  it, 
between  debtor  and  creditor.  1 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  receiving  the  anfw^rs  of 
the  Judges  to  the  queftions  referred  to  them  on  the  fubjedl  of 
Mr.  Fox's  libel  bill. 

The  Lord  Chief  Baron  read  the  fame  at  the  table : 

'*  Unanimous  Opinion  of  the  Judges  upon  the  feveral  Quef- 
tions put  to  them  on  the  27th  of  April,  1792. 

'^  My  Lords, 

^'  The  Judges  have  taken  the  que-lidns,  feven  in  number, 
which  your  Lordfhips  have  been  pleafcd  to  propofe  to  them, 
into  their  confideration  ;  they  have  conferred  together,  and 
have  agreed  upon  anfwers,  which  I  am  now  to  fubmit  to  your 
Lordfliips. 

**  Your  Lordfliips'  firft  queftion  is :  "  On  the  trial  of  an 
'*  information  or  indidment  for  a  libel,  is  the  criminality  or 
'*  innocence  of  the  paper  fet  forth  in  fuch  information  ot  in- 
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<*  diftmentas  the  libel,  matter  of  fa6l,  or  matter  of  law,  where 
•'  no  evidence  is  given  for  the  defendant  ?'* 

"  Prelitninary  to  all  which  we  have  to  offer  to  your  Lord- 
fhips,  we  ftate,  as  a  fundamental  principle,  that  the  general 
criminal  law  of  England  is  the  law  of  libel ;  and  that  the  very 
few  particularities  which  occur  in  legal  proceedings  upon  libel, 
are  nrt  peculiar  to  the  proceedings  upon  libel,  but  do  or  may 
occur  In  all  cafes,  where  the  Cerpus  delimit  is  fpecially  ftated 
opon  the  record  ;  the  cafe  of  *an  indiSment  for  publifliing  a 
forged  promiflbry  note  may  be  put  as  a  pregnant  inftance. 

**  The  matter  of  yoii^r  Loicfliips'  firtt  queftion  has  no  par- 
ticular application  to  libel. 

<^  We  anfwer,  That  the  criminality  or  innocence  oi  any  a£l 
done  (which  includes  any  paper  written)  is  the  refulc  01  the 
judgement  which  the  law  pronounces  upon  that  aft,  and  muft 
therefore  be  in  all  cafes,  and  under  all  circumftances,  matter 
of  law,  and  not  matter  of  faft  ;  and  this,  as  well  where  evi- 
dence is  given,  as  where  it  is  not  given,  for  the  defendant ; 
the  efFeS:  of  evidence  given  for  the,  defendant,  as  to  this  quef- 
tion, being  nothing  more  than  to  introduce  faSs  or  circum- 
ftances  into  the  cafe,  which  the  profecutor  had  left  out  of  it, 
upon  which  it  will  flill  be  for  the  law  to  pronounce  whether  the 
ftdl  done  be  criminal  or  innocent. 

"  Your  Lordfliips'  fecond  queftion  is:  "  Is  the  truth  or 
**  falfehood  of  the  written  or  printed  paper  material,  or  to  be 
"  left  to  the  jury,  on  the  trial  of  an  indiclment  or  information 
"  for  a  libel.;  and  does  it  make  any  diflference  in  this  rcfpeS, 
"  whether  the  epithet  "  falfe"  be  or  be  not  ufed  in  the  indift- 
"  ment  or  information?'* 

*'  This  queftio?!  confifts  of  two  branches. 

**  Our  anfwer  \o  the  firft  branch  of  this  queftion  is.  That 
the  truth  or  falfehood  of  a  written  or  printed  paper  is  not  ma- 
terial, or  to  be  left  tp  a  jury  upon  the  trial  of  an  indiclment  or 
information  for  a  libel. 

"  We  confiderthisdoftrine  as  fo  firmly  fettled,  and  foef- 
fentially  neceflary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  King's  peace,  and 
the  good  order  of  fociety,  that  it  cannot  now  be  drawn  into 
debate. 

-"  If  it  be  aflced,  why  the  word  "  falfe'*  is  to  be  foimdin 
indlftments  or  informations  for  libel?  we  anfwer,  that  wc 
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find  it  in  the  ancient  forms  of  our  legal  proceedings,  and  there- 
fore that  it  is  retained ;  but  that  it  hath  in  all  times  been  *the 
duty  of  Judges,  when  they  come  to  the  proof,  to  feparate  the 
fubilance  of  the  crime  from  the  formality  with  which  it  is  at- 
tended, and  too  ficquently  loaded,  and  to  confine  the  proof  to 

the  fubdance. 

*^  The  epithet  "  falfe"  is  not  applied  to  the  propofitions 

contained  in  the  paper,  but  to  the  aggregate  criminal  rtfult— - 

libel.     We  fay,  faljus  libellus^  as  we  hy  falfus proditur  in  high 

treafon. 

^*  In  point  of  fubftance,  the  alteration  in  the  dcfcription  of 
the  offence  would  hardly  be  felt,  if  the  epithet  were  verus  in- 
ftead  oifalfus. 

**  In  the  a£lion  for  libel,  the  plaintiff  is  not  put  to  prove  the 
matter  of  the  libel  to  be  falfe,  which  is  decifive  to  Ihew  that 
the  falfehood  is  not  part  of  the  fubdance  of  the  complaint ; 
and  though  the  defendant  may  inful:  ih  his  defer)ce,  and  may 
prove  that  the  matter  of  the  libel  is  true  ;  it  is  not  done  in  the 
way  of  contradiiling  what  is  afferted  by  the  plaintiff,  for  then 
it  might.be  done  under  the  general  iffue :  whereas,  if  the  de- 
fendant means  to  infifl;  that  the  matter  of  the  libel  is  true,  he 
myft  plead  it  by  way  of  juftihcation.  As  between  him  and 
the  plaintiff,  feeking  to  recover  damages  for  the  private  injury, 
the  truth  of  the  matter  of  the  libel  is  a  bar  to  the  aftion  for  da- 
mages ;  the  crime,  and  confequently  l\i^falfu\libeUus,  remain- 
ing ftill  in  full  force  againd  him. 

^^  The  fecond  branch  of  the  queftion  is :  "  Does  it  make 
"  any  difference  in  this  rfefpeS,  i.  e,  in  refpedt  of  the  mate* 
**  riality  of  the  truth  or  falfehood,  or  its  being  to  be  left  to 
*^  the  jury,  whether  the  epithet  "  falfe,**  be  or  be  not  ufed  in 
'*  the  iiididlment  or  information?" 

"  Our  anfwer  will  be  very  (hort.  It  can  make  no  difference 
in  tliis  refped.  V^e  are  not  called  upon  to  give  any  opinion, 
and  we  defire  to  be  underftood  not  to  give  any  opinion  as  to  the 
difference  in  any  other  refpect  which  the  omiffion  of  a  formal 
epithet,  in  an  indiftment  or  information,  may  make. 

"  Your  Lordfhips*  third  queftion  is ;  "  Upon  the  trial  of  an 
*<  indidmentfor  ajibel,  the  publication  being  clearly  proved, 
*<  and  the  innocence  of  the  paper  being  as  clearly  manifeft,  is 
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"  it  competent  andleg?!  for  the  Judge  todireft  or  recommend 
**  to  tbe  jury  to  give  a  verdi6l  for  the  defendant  ?" 

"  We  anfwer,  that  upon  the  trial  of  an  indi<Sment  for  a  li- 
bel, the  publi:ation  being  clearly  proved,  and  the  innocence  of  / 
the  paper  being  as  clearly  manifeft,  it  is  competent  and  legal  for 
the  Jud^e  to  direft  or  recommend  to  the  jury  to  give  a  vcrdid 
for  the  defendant. 

"  But  we  add,  that  no  cafe  has  occurred,  in  which  it  would 
have  been,  in  found  difcretrion,  fit  for  a  Judge,  fitting  at  N'tfi 
PriuSy  to  have  tiven  fuch  a  direction  or  recommendation  to  the 

**  It  is  a  term  in  the  qucftion,  that  the  innocence  fhall  be 
clearly  ma  iifeft.  >  This  muft  be  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judge: 
But  the  ablcft  Judges  have  been  fometimes  decidedly  of  an  opi-  . 
iiion  vi^hich  has,  upon  farther  inve (ligation,  been  difcovcred  to 
be  erroneous  ;  and  it  is  to  be  confidered,  that  the  efFedl  of  fuch 
a  direftion  or  recomnfiendation  would  be,  unnccejfarily  to  ex- 
jclude  all  farther  difcufTion  of  the  matter  of  law,  in  the  Court 
from  which  the  record  of  Niji  Prlus  was  fent,  'in  Courts  of 
error,  and  before  your  Lordfhips  in  the  dernier  refort. 

**  Very  clear  indeed,  therefore,  ought  to  be  the  cafe  in 
which  fuch  a  dire£lion  or  recommendation  fliall  be  given.  In 
a  criminal  cafe  which  is  in  any  degree  doubtful,  it  muft  be  a 
very  great  relief  to  a  Judge  and  jury,  and  a  great  eafe  to  them 
in  the  Adminiftration  of  criminal  juftice,  to  have  the  means  of 
obtaining  a  better  and  fuller  inveftigation  of  the,  doubt,  upon 
the  folution  of  w^hich,  a  right  verdift  or  a  right  judgement,  is 
to  depend. 

**  A  fpecial  verdift  would  in  many  cafes  be  the  only  means, 
where  the  ofFence  is  defcribed  by  fome  one  or  two  technical 
terms  comprehending  the  whole  ofFence,  the  law  and  the  faft 
combined:  fuch  as  tlie  words,  "  felonioufly  did  fteah'*  The 
combination  muft  be  decompof^id  by  a  fpecial  verdi6l,  feparat- 
ing  the  fails  from  the  le^al  qualities  afcribed  to  them,  and  pre- 
senting them  in  detail  to  the  eye  of  the  Judge,  to  enable  him  to 
declare,  whether  the  legal  quality  afcribed  to  them,  be  vvcU 
afcribed  to  them  or  not. 

"  There  may  be  a  fpecial  verdift  in  all  cafes  where  doubts 
a  rife  on  the  ri.attcr  of  law,  but  it  is  not  neceffary  in  all  cafc9. 
In  foiUQ  criminal  proceedings  (the  proceedings  in  libel,  and 
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the  publication  of  forged  papers,  for  inftance)  fome  of  the 
faSs  are  detailed  in  the  indiftment,  and  if  the  doubt  in  law 
<hould  happen  to  arife  out  of  the  faft  fo  detailed,  we  fay  it  is 
upon  the  record.  The  queflion  might  have  been  difcufled  upon 
Demurrer  without  going  to  a  jury  at  all ;  and  after  verdiS  it 
may  be  difcufled  on  a  motion  in  arreft  of  judgement.  In  fuch 
cafes  a  fpecial  verdift  is  not  neceflary  :  The  verdift  "  Guilty/* 
will  have  the  cfFedl  of  a  fpecial  verdift  without  the  expence  and 
delay  of  it,  eftablifliing  all  the  fa£ts,  and  leaving  the  qucftion  of 
law  open  to  difcuflion. 

"  T^^^^  ^^^  three  fituations  in  which  a  defendant,  charged 
with  a  libel,  may  ftand  before  a  Judge  and  jury  in  a  Court  of 
mji  Prius.  Firft,  the  matter  of  law  may  be  doubtful ;  in  that 
cafe  there  ought  to  be  a  fpecial  verdift,  or  a  verdift  which  (hall 
operate  as  a  fpecial  verdift.  Secondly,  The  cafe  may,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge,  be  clear  againft  the  defendant.  If  the 
verdift  is  fpecial  in  form  or  in  effcd,  hehasnoreafon  to  com- 
plain :  his  cafe  comes  before  the  Court  from  which  the  record 
is  fent,  without  the  prejudice  of  an  authority  againft  him. — 
The  third  fituation  is.  That  the  opinion  of  the  Judge  may  be 
clear  in  favour  of  the  defendant.  In  that  cafe,  whenever  it 
fhall  happen,  we  have  offered  it  as  our  opinion,  that  it  will 
be  competent  and  legal  for  the  Judge  to  direS  an  acquittal. 

Your  ,I^ord (hips'  fourth  queftion  is  :  "  Is  a  witnefs,  pro- 
duced before  a  jury  in  a  trial  as  above  by  the  plaintiflTfor  the 
purpofe  of  proving  the  criminal  intentions  of  the  writer ;  or 
by  the  defendant,  to  rebut  the  imputation,  admiflible  to  be 
**  heard  as  a  competent  witnefs  in  fuch  trial  before  the 
'*  jury?" 

'*  This  queftion  is  put  fo  generally  that  we  find  it  impoflible 
to  give  a  direft  anfwer  to  it. 

*'  The  criminal  intention  charged  upon  the  defendant  in  le- 
gal proceedings  on  libel  is  generally  matter  of  form,  requiring 
no  proof  on  the  part  of  the  profecutor,  and  admitting  of  no 
proof  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  to  rebut  it. 

'*  The  crime  confiftjs  in  publi(hing  a  libel ;  a  criminal  in- 
tention in  the  writer  is  n6  part  of  the  de(inition  of  the  crime  of 
libel  at  the  common  law.  **  He  w^ha  fnattenth  firebrands^ 
**  arrows  y  tlvA  death  y\  (which  if  not  an  accurate  definition, 
is  a  very  intelligible  defcrii^ion  of  a  libel,)    is  ea  rattone  cri- 

v//»T    YVYiTr  n  r; 
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minal ;  it  is  not  incumbent  on  the  profecutor  to  prove  his  intent 
and  on  his  part  he  (hall  not  be  heard  to  fay  *'  Am  I  not  in 
**  /port  ?''  But  in  as  much  as  a  criminal  intention  may  conduce 
to  the  proof  of  the  publication  of  all  libels ;  and  in  as  much  as 
the  criminal  intention  is  of  the  fubftance  of  the  crime  of  libel 
in  fome  cafes  by  ftatute  ;  cafes  may  be  put  where  a  witnefs  is 
competent  and  admiflible  to  prove  the  criminal  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  profecutor  ;  and  it  may  be  ftated  as  a  general 
rule,  that  in  all  cafes  where  a  witnefs  is  competent  and  admif- 
fible  to  prove  the  criminal  intention,  a  witnefs  will  alfo  be 
competent  and  admilfible  to  rebut  the  imputation- 

"  Your  Lordfhips'  fifth  queftion  is :  **  Whether  upon  the 
**  trial  of  an  indidlment  for  fending  a  threatening  letter,  the 
**  meaning  of  the  letter  fet  forth  in  the  indidlment  be  matter 
"  of  law  or  of  faa?" 

"  We  find  ourfelves  embarraffed  by  the  terms  in  which  this 
•queftion  is  propofed  to  us. 

**  We  find  no  difficulty  in  anfwering,  that  the  expofition  of 
the  words  of  the  letter,  fet  forth  in  an  indidlment  for  fending  a 
threatening  letter,  would  belong  to  the  Court,  either  on  a 
demurrer,  or  in  an  arreft  of  judgement ;  and  we  have  no  Dif- 
ficulty in  going  a  ftep  farther,  and  faying,  that  if  a  jury  upon 
the  trial  of  fuch  an  indiftment  were  to  find  the  letter  accord- 
ing to  its  tenor,  it  would  be  for  the  Court  to  expound  the 
letter. 

^*  And  whether  the  letter  (the  fcnfe  of  it  beingthus  afcertain- 
cdj  be  a  threatening  letter  within  the  meaning  of  the  law,  is 
anfwered  by  our  anfwer  to  the  firft  queftion.  This  we  ftate 
diftindliy  to  be  matter  of  law,  it  is  the  judgement  of  the  law 
pronouncing  whether  the  paper  be  criminal  or  innocent. . 

"  But  your  Lordfhips  alk  us,  ^*  Whether  the  fenfe  of  the 
letter  be  matter  of  law  or  of  fadl?" 

"  We  find  a  difficulty  in  feparating  the  fenfeof  the  fetter 
from  the  letter  ;  the  paper  without  the  fenfe  is  not  a  letter. 

"  Whether  there  exifts  fuch  a  letter  is,  doubtlefs,  matter 
of  fa£l ;  as  much  as,  whether  it  was  fent  to  the  profecutor  of 
'the  indictment. 

*'  It  is  alfo  matter  of  fa£l  whether  an  a£l  of  Parliament, 
public  pr  private,  exifts.     And  the  fame  may  be  faid  of  every 
i^ther  writing,  from  records  of  the  higheft  nature  down  to  any 
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fcrap  of  paper,  wherein  words  are  written  which  can  be  quali- 
fied with  crime  or  civil  obligation. 

**  This  goes  no  way  towards  afcertaining  what  belongs  to 
a  jury  in  an  indidlment  for  fending  a  threatening  letter,  to 
which  we  apprehend  your  LordQiips'  queftion  was  intended  to 
point. 

"  The  exiftenceof  a  public  a6l  of  Parliament,  your  Lordfhips 
know,  is*  not  fubmitted  to  a  juvy  at  all ;  private  a<Ss  and  re- 
cords may  hc/uh  modo  ;  other  inftruments  and  papers  are ;  but 
all,  without  exception,  are  expounded  by  the  Judges,  and  the 
legal  effeft  of  them  declared  by  ihe  Judges. 

**  This  does  not  reft  merely  on  the  authority  of  Lawyers  ; 
in  the  nature  of  things  it  muft  be  that  the  Judges  muft  expound 
orcolleft  the  fenfe  of  the  paper,  in  order  to  their  declaring  the 
operation  of  it  in  law* 

**  The  fenfe  of  a  threatening  letter,  or  of  any  other  words 
reduced  into  writing,  is  nothing  more  than  the  meaning  wliich 
the  words  do,  according  to  the  common  acceptation  of  words, 
ioiport,  and  which  every  reader  will  put  upon  them.  Judges  are 
in  this  refpeS  but  readers.  They  muft  read  and  underiland,  be- 
fore they  can  pronounce  upon  criminality  or  innocence,  which 
it  belongs  to  them  to-do.  It  is  a  neceflary  and  infeparable  in- 
cident to  their  jurifdift  ion.  If  they  could  refort  to  a  jury  to 
interpret  for  them  in  the  firft  inftance,  who  ftiall  interpret  the 
interpretation,  which,  like  the  threatening  letter,  will  be  but 
words  upon  a  paper  ? 

"  We  ftiall  not  be  underftood  to  be  fpeaking  of  that  fenfe. 
of  a  paper  which  is  to  be  collefted  from  matter  dehors  the  pa- 
per, which,  in  legal  proceedings,  muft  be  ftated  by  way  of 
averment ;  which  averment  would  be  to  be  eftablilhed  in  point 
of  faft,  before  the  Judges  could  proceed  to  conftrue  a  pai  <  r. 
On  a  demurrer,  or  on  rilotion  in  arreft  of  judgement,  thefc 
averments  would  ftand  confefl'ed  upon  the  record.  If  the  ge- 
neral iflue  is  pleaded,  they  are  to  be  found  by  the  jury.  Judges 
have  no  means  of  knowing  matters  of  faft  dehors  the  paper, 
but  by  the  confeflion  of  the  party,  or  the  finding  of  the  jury  : 
But  they  can  colled  the  intrinfic  fenfe  and  meaning  of  a  paper, 
in  the  fame  nianner  as  other  readers  do ;  and  they  can  refort  to 
.grammars  and  gloflarics,  if  they  want  fuch  afliltance. 
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^'  Thefe  principles  lead  to  tl^e  fame  conclufion  for  juries  as 
for  Judges,  in  all  points  belonging  to  threatening  letters,  or  to 
any  other  feries  of  words  reduced  into  writing  which  fall  within 
the  province  of  juries.  For  inftancc  :  Upon  a  general  iffue  on 
an  indiftmcnt  for  fending  a  threatening  letter,  a  jury  is  to  in- 
quire whether  fuch  a  paper  as  the  paper  charged  in  the  indict- 
ment exills.  They  mud  read,  or  hear  read,  and  underftand 
the  paper  charged  and  the  paper  produced  to  them  in  evidence, 
in  order  to  their  finding  that  the  paper  charged  does  exift.  The 
jury  cannot  know  that  they  are  the  fame  paper$  without  com- 
jparing  both  the  words  and  the  fenfe  :  But,  when  the  jury  have 
read,  and  fufficiently  under ftood  the  paper  charged,  and  the 
paper  produced,  fo  as  to  be  enabled  to  pronounce  that  they  arc 
the  fame  papers  ;  when  the  averments  have  been  examined  and 
found  to  be  true  ;  when  the  context  (if  there  be  a  context  not 
fet  forth)  has  been  feen  and  underftood,  and  found  not  to  alter 
the  fenfe  of  the  paper  produced,  and  to  put  a  different  fenfe 
upon  it  than  that  which  the  paper  charged  imports ;  and  when 
the  fending  of  the  fuppofed  threatening  letter  is  found  as  charg- 
ed, then  all  inquiry  before  the  jury  ends ;  thb  reft  is  matter  of 
legal  conclufion. 

Your  Lordfliips-  fixth  queftion  is  :    "  Whether,  on  the 
trial  of  an  indidtment  for  high  treafon,    the  criminality  or 
innocence  of  letters  or  papers  fet  forth  as  overt  afts  of  trea- 
fon, or  produced  as  evidence  of  an  overt  aft  of  treafon,  be 
**  matter  of  law,  oroffaft?" 

We  have  faid  in  our  anfwer  to  the  firft  queftion,  that  in 
all  cafes,  and  under  all  circumftances,  the  criminality  or  inno- 
cence of  an  aft  done  is  matter  of  law,  and  not  of  faft. 

**  We  find  nothing  in  the  two  cafes  now  put,  which  fliould 
lead  us  to  narrow  the  generality  of  that  propofition,  or  to  ex- 
cept either  of  thofe  cafes  out  of  it. 

"  But  that  we  may  not  be  mifunderftood,  we  add,  that  this 
opinion  does  not  go  to  the  length  of  taking  from  the  jury  the 
application  of  the  evidence  to  the  overt  aft  of  which  it  is  evi- 
dence. It  only  tends  to  fix  the  legal  charafter  of  it  in  the  only 
way  in  which  it  can  be  fixed.  And  we  take  this  occafion  alfo 
to  obferve,  that  we  have  offered  no  opinion  to  your  Lordfliips 
which  will  have  the  effeft  of  taking  matter  of  law  out  of  a  gc- 
neral  iffue,  or  out  of  a  general  verdift. 
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**  Wc  know  that  it  is  often  fo  combined  with  both,  as  to  be 
infeparable  from  them  ;  and  we  difclaim  the  folly  of  endea* 
vouring  to  prove,  that  a  jury,  who  can  find  a  general  verdi ft, 
cannot  take  upon  themfelves  to  deal  with  matter  of  law  arifing 
in  a  general  iflue,  and  to  hazard  a  verdift  made  up  of  the  faft, 
and  of  the  matter  of  law,  according  to  their  conception  of  the 
law,  againft  all  direftion  by  the  Judge. 

**  Our^im  has  been  to  trace  the  boundary  line  between  mat* 
ter  of  law  and  faft,  as  diftinftly  as  we  could.  W<?  believe 
that  this  is  all  that  is  neceflary  to  be  known.  We  have  found 
jurors  in  general  defirous  of  keeping  within  their  province, 
which  is  to  examine  into  matter  of  faft,  and  cordially  difpofcd 
to  take  their  direftionsin  matter  of  law,  fromthofe  vvhofe  edu- 
cation and  habits  enable  them  to  declare  the  law,  and  to  whom 
the  law  and  conftitution  of  the  country  have  committed  that 
important  truft. 

'*  Your  Lordfliips*  laft  queftion  is :  "  Whether,  if  a  Judge, 
^*  on  a  trial  on  an  indiftment  or  information  for  a  libel,  fhall 
f^  give  his  opinion  on  the  law  to  the  jury,  and  leave  that  opi- 
**  nion,  together  with  the  evidence  of  the  publication,  and  the 
^*  application  of  the  inuendoes  to  perfons  and  things,  to  the 
*^  jury,  fuch  direftion  would  be  according  to  law  ?" 

"  If  we  do  not  mifundjrftand  this  queftion,  it  is  fubftaati- 
ally  anfwered  in  our  anfwer  to  the  third  queftion. 

We  mean  to  anfwer.  this  queftion  in  the  affirmative  ;  but, 
that  we  may  be  clearly  underftood,  we  defire  to  be  permitted 
in  our  anfwer  to  fubftitute  the  words  "  declare  the  law,"  in- 
ftead  of  **  give  his  opinion  of  the  law ;"  and  the  word  "  de- 
f*  claration"  inftead  of  '^'Opinion,"  where  the  word  "  Opi- 
**  nion"  occurs  again  in  the  queftion:  Our  anfwer  will  then 
fland  thus : 

*^  If  a  Judge  on  a  trial  on  an  indiftment  or  information  for 
a  libel  (hall  declare  the  law  td  the  jury,  and  leave  that  declara- 
tion, together  with  the  evidence  of  the  publication,  and  the 
application  ofinuendoestoperfons  and  things,  to  the  jury,  fuch 
direftion  would  be  according  to  law." 

<*  If  by  the  words,  "  leave  that  opinion  to  the  jury,"  is 
xneant  in  any  manner  to  refer  to  the  jury  the  confideration  of 
what  the  law  is,  in  any  view  of  the  particular  cafe  in  eviderxc, 
we  are  of  opinion,  that  fuch  ^  direftion  would  not  be  accord- 
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ing  to  law ;  conceiving  the  law  to  be,  that  the  Judge  Is  to  de- 
clare to  the  Jury  what  the  law  is  ;  and  conceiving  that  it  is^the 
duty  of  the  jury,  if  they  will  find  a  general  verdiS  upon  the 
whole  matter  in  iflue,  to  compound  that  verdiSf  of  thefaSf  as  it 
appears  in  evidence  before  them^  and  of  the  law  as  it  is  declared t9 
them  by  the  Judge, 

**  We  prefaced  our  anfwers  with  ftating,  that  the  general 
criminal  law  of  England  was  the  law  of  libel.  We  conclude 
what  we  have  to  offer  to  your  Lordfhips  with  ftating,  that  the 
line  marked  out  by  the  law  for  the  conduft  of  a  jury  giving  a 
general  verdict,  has  an  univerfal  application  to  general  verdifts 
on  general  ilTues,  in  all  cafes  civil  and  criminal ;  for  we  can- 
lK>t  diftingyifli  between  the  office  and  authority  of  a  jury  in 
civil  and  in  criminal  cafes,  whatever  diiFerence  there  may  be  as 
to  their  refponfibility.  We  defire  to  put  your  Lordfhips  in 
mind,  that  it  hath  been  the  modern  policy  to  bring  almoft  all 
queftions  upon  men's  deareft  and  moft  valuable  rights,  to  be  de- 
cided on  a  general  iffiie ;  and  it  will  be  for  your  Lordfhips*  con- 
lideration,  whether  the  line  we  have  pointed  out,  which  we 
take  to  be  eftablifhed  in  law  and  in  reafon,  is  not  a  great  and 
cfTential  fecurity  to  the  life,  liberty,  and  property  of  all  the 
King's  fubjedts,  from  the  highefl  to  the  loweft." 

Lord  CAMDEN  rofe,  and  obferved  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the .  anfwer  of  the  Judges  left  the  main  queition  untouched, 
which  had  occafioned,  within  his  experience,  many"  alterca- 
tions, not  only  b?tween  Judges  and  juries,  but  alfo  between 
the  Bar  and  the  Bench.  However,  as  their  anfwer  was  very 
abftnifc,  and  contained  a  great  extent  of  law  argument,  he 
thought  the  Houfe  could  not  poffibly  proceed  to  the  confidera- 
lion  of  it  merely  upon  hearing  it  read.  The  learned  Judges 
had  taken  fourteen  days  to  frame  it,  and  it  would  be  decent  for 
the  Houfe  to  paufe  a  while  and  refleS  before  they  palTed  an  opi- 
nion upon  it.  He  fliould,  therefore,  move,  that  the  confide- 
jatlon  of  it  be  deferred  to  Wednefday  next. 

The  Earl  of  ABINGDON  faid,  that  not  being  in  the  Houfe 
on  the  day  when  the  queries  on  the  Libel  bill  were  propofcd  and 
fubmitted  to  the  Judges,  he  was  prevented  from  taking  that 
part  on  the  queftion,  which,  if  prefent,"  he  certainly  (hould 
have  done ;  a  part  which,  although  it  might  not  have  been 
adopted  by  the  Houfe,  he  hoped  and  trufted,  for  the  reafons  he 
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fhould  give,  would  not  have  been  undeferving  of  their  Lord- 
Ibips'  moft  ferious  confideration  and  attention. 

He  ihouldy  he  faid,  ftrenuoufly  have  obje£ted  to  any  refe- 
rence being  made  to  the  Judges  upon  the  bill,  and  he  would 
tell  their  Lordlhips  why  :  not  becaufe,,  being  competent  to 
legiQate  for  themfelves,  they  did  not  want  the  aid  and  affiftincc 
of  the  Judges  for  their  information  ;  for  if  ever  there  was  a  bill 
that  called  for  and  demanded  the  advice  and  opinion  of  the 
Judges  upon  the  fubjeft  matter  of  it,  it  was  this :  but  his  ob- 
jeftion  would  have  been  grounded  upon  this.reafon,  that  al- 
though the  advice  and  opinion  of  the  Judges  were  indifpenfably 
neceffary  for  the  pafling  fuch  a  bill  into  a  law,  the  Houfe  was 
fu  far  competent  to  legiflate  for  itfelf,  as  not  to  fufFer  fuch  a 
bill  as  this,  at  fuch  a  time  as  this,  to  be  entertained  by  their 
Lordihips  for  a  fmgle  moment. 

Thisy  he  faid,  would  have  been  his  opinion ;  an  opinion 
which  might  roufe  the  imputation  againft  him,  that  he  was  no 
friend  to  that  great  bulwark  of  the  cOnflitution,  the  trial  by 
jury^  and  that  he  was  an  enemy  to  liberty  ;  but  to  this  charge 
he  would  let  the  whole  hiflory  of  his  political  life  be  at  once 
the  anfwcr.  No ;  it  was  becaufe  he  would  fave  that  great  bul- 
wark of  liberty,  the  trial  by  jury,  from  the  ruffian  hand  of  li- 
centious innovation,  and  not  fuffer  it  to  be  perverted  from  its 
right  ufe,  to  its  worft  and  meaneft  abufe  ;  for  who  is  it  that 
reads  the  bill,  that  does  not  fee  its  plain  and  obvious  tendency 
and  efFe£^  ?  Who  is  it  that  attends  to  it,  that  does  not  perceive 
it  to  be  a  part,  and  a  very  material  part  too,  of  that  newjyftem^ 
as  it  is  called,  of  that  innovating  fpirit  that  is  gone  abroad^  fub« 
verfive  of  all  order,  and  blind  to  the  wifdom  of  experience  ? — 
Who  does  not  fee  it  as  one  of  the  lights  of  this  enlightened  age, 
as  one  of  the  torches  of  our  modern  philanthropies,  of  our  phi-- 
kfophes  fans /avoir  philofophers  without  wifdom,  which  is 
meant  only  to  dazzle  the  eyes,  whilft  the  link- boys  are  pick- 
ing our  pockets  ?  For  what  was  the  bill  ?  It  was  to  fay  to  the 
fages  of  the  law.  Your  knowledge  of  the  law  is  antiquated  and 
out  of  date  ;  it  is  the  effeft  of  experience,  drawn  from  times 
that  are  pad  ;  it  is  the  knowledge  of  our  fore-fathers,  who  were 
all  fools  and  idiots,  nay  piore,  who  were  all  murderers  too  of 
the  human  race,  as  we  are  now  pioufly  told  :  but  you,  gentle- 
men of  the  jiiry,  your  knowledge  is  not  of  that  worij-out  kind, 
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it  is  of  modern  date,  it  is  fpick  and  fpan  new  ;  it  is  not  the  ef- 
feciof  ftudy,  of  obfervation,  ofreafoning,  of  argument,  and 
of  reading  ;  no,  it  defpifes  all  that  circuity  of  information  to 
arrive  at  its  end  ;  it  is  a  pretty  little  compaft'  fcience  of  itfelf, 
arifing  out  of  the  rights  of  man,  and  comprifed  in  three  little 
words  only,  Guilty y  or  Not  Guilty  ;«and  this  is  all  the  know- 
ledge you  want,  a  knowledge  which,  in  one  word,  GuJltyy  will 
hang  all  your  enemies  ;  and  in  two  words.  Not  Guilty,  will  ac- 
quit all  your  friends  ;  and  who  fhall  fay,  Nay  ?  For  are  you 
not  the  judges  both  of  the  law  and  the  faft,  and  who  fhall  con- 
trol your  judgement,  or  difpute  your  right  ?    • 

Placed  then  in  fuch  hands,  what  a  weapon,  faid  his  Lord- 
Ihip,  is  this  ?  A  weapon  by  far  more  dangeroys,  inafmuch  as 
it  has  the  fandlion  of  the  law  for  its  ufe,  than  all  the  fire-arm^ 
that  all  the  Birmingham  founderies  or  founders  can  forge  or 
furnifh  to  their  Manchcfter  neighbours,  for  the  patriotic  pur- 
pofes  of  their  Jacobinc  affociations.  That  thefe  were  his  ideas 
upon  the  fubjecl  matter  of  the  bill,  and  would  have  been  his 
rcafons  for  giving  in  limine  his  determined  oppofrtion  to  it>. 

But  fpeaking  upon  the  fubjeft  of  libels,  his  Lordftiip  faid, 
was  this  a  time  to  loofen  the  '  legal  ties  and  redraints,  with 
which,  by  the  wifdom  of  the  law,  thefe  crimes  and  mifdemea- 
nors  were  enchained,  and  to  give  greater  facility  to  their  ufe 
andexercife,  if  greater  facility  could  indeed  be  given,  than  is 
already  fufFered  to  be  praSifed  ?  For,  not  to  mention  the  li- 
bellous pamphlets  that  have  of  .late  been  publifhed,  who  is  it 
that  can  fee  the  libellous  prints  that  are  daily  exhibited  in  every 
print-ftiop  of  this  city,  and  not  fliudder  at  the  atrocity  of  their 
authors  ?  Prints  made  to  degrade  every  thing  to  which  degree 
belongs,  to  draw  down  contempt  where  reverence  and  refpeft 
are  defervedly  due,  to  put  decency  out  of  countenance,  and  to 
level  all  things  .with  that  duft  and  dirt,  out  of  which  thefe  mon- 
ftrous  defigns  were  formed.  This  might  be  called  liberty,  he 
faid,  but  it  was  that  liberty  which  ought  not  to  exift  in  any  ci- 
vilized (late.  Inftead,  therefore,  of  giving  a  check  to  the  law 
concerning  libels,  as  it  now  flood,  its  obfervance  fhould  be 
more  rigidly  enforced;  and  in  doing  this,  he  had  no  fears  or 
apprehenlions  for  the  lofs  of  En^ilifh  liberty  ;  for  his  maxim 
was,  that  in  the  Englilh  conihtuMon,  conftituted  as  it  was, 
:]iere  was  liberty  enough  ;  and  that,  Cromwell  like,  he  that 
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feeks  for  more^  means  to  have  Jefs.     Let  him,  therefore,  in  the  ^ 
fafliionablc  cant  of  the  times,  leave  with  the   right  reverend 
bench  of  Bifliops,  that  little  canticle  of  the  once-thought  wife 
man  Solomon,  who  fa  id,  "  Remove  not  the  ancient  land-marks 
•*  which  thy  fathers  have  fet,"  and  with  the  reft  of  your  Lord- 

.  ihips,  as  the  bar  to  this  madnefs  of  innovation  that  is  now  let 
loofe  upon  us,  that  noble  and  virtuous, ,  but  now  more  than 
ever  neceflary  exclamation-,  of  our  anceftors,  Nolumus  leges 
AngUa  nlutari  ! 

Lord  LAUDERDALE  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
high  in  His  Maje(ty*s  Councils,  as  to  the  propriety  of  poftpon- 
ing  the  confideration  for  fome  days.  '  The  anfwer  of  the  Judges 
launched  very  much  into  long  and  detailed  reafoniiTgs ;  he  could 
have  wifhed  rather  for  a  plain  ^ir-eft  affirmative  or  negative^ 
than  to  have  heard  cafts  fuppofed,  and  queftions  divided,  which 
feemed  to  lead  to  no  conclufion.     The  day  propofed  by  the 

.  noble  Lord  he  thought  too  early,  and  could  wifh  to  have  it  - 
fixed  for  Friday,  fmce  he  underftood  the  anfwer  could  not  b*; 
printed  and  delivered  to  their  Lordihips  before  Monday. 

After  fome  converfation  between  Lord  Camden,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  Lord  Lauderdale,  it  was  agreed  to  appoint 
Wednefday,  and  if  any  noble  Lord  then  wiflied  it,  to  defer  the 
bufinefs  to  Friday. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Monday f  l^th  May. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  inoved  the  order  of  the  djy  for  the 
Houfe  to  go  into  a  Committee,  upon  the  bill  for  appropriating 
a  certain  fum  annually  for  paying  off  the  national  debt. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  oppofed  the  bill,  on  account 
of  certain  claufes  in  it.  He  approved  of  the  objeft,  but  dif- 
liked  the  principle  and  wording  of  it.        . 

Lord  GRENVILLE  replied  ;  after  which  the  Houfe  went 
into  a  Committee,  Lord  Cathcart  in  the  chair,  when  the  bill 
was  read  claufe  by  claufe.  The  claufe  enaSing,  that^no  fu- 
ture loan  Ihall  be  made  without  being  provided  for  at  the  time^ 
being  read,  a  converfation  enfued  between  the  Lord  Chancel- 
'  lor.  Lords  Rawdon,  Stormont  and  Lauderdale  on  on^  fide^  aa4 
Lord  Grenville  on  the  other. 
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The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  approved  of  the  objed  of 
the  bill,  as  well  as  the  fyftem  of  paying  off  the  national  debt, 
with  which  it  was  connefted,  but  he  had  ftrong  objeftions  to 
that  claufe  ;  it  could  tend  to  no  one  definite,  or  good  purpole, 
arid  at  the  fame  time  exhibited  a  degree  of  prefumption  and  ar- 
rogance, in  didlating  to  Ititure  Parliaments,  which,  hetrufted, 
their  Lordfhips  never  would  countenance.  He  ridiculed  the 
idea  of  legiflating  to  Parliaments,  or  dilating  to  Minifters 
twei^ty  or  thirty  years  hence,  who  certainly  might  be  as  wife, 
aijd  as  able  to  aft,  as  circumftances  required,  as  they  were. — 
Iwfhort,  the  fcheme  propofed  by  that  claufe  was  nugatory  and 
imprafticable-^he  inaptnefs  of  the  projeft  was  equal  to  the 
vanity  of  the  attempt.  The  aft,  if  paffed  in  its  prefent  form, 
'  would  only  hand  dpwn  'to  pofterity  aphorifms,  that  however 
proper  now,  would,  in  times  of  urgency,  be  completely  inap- 
plicable. He  faid  it  was  impoffible  to  bind  down  future  Parli- 
aments, and  it  was  idle  to  fuppofe  that  future  Minifters  would 
take  direftions  from  this  aft,  how  they  were  to  make  a  loan. 
At  prefent  the  country  was  in  a  ftate  of  profperity  and  tranquil- 
•  lity,  but  it  might  happen  to  be  otherwife,  and  he  fhould  con- 
fidcr  any  Minifter,  who  could  not  judge  at  the  time  when  a 
loan  was  nccelFary,  w^hat  was  the  proper  mode  of  doing  it,  as 
unfit  for  his  fituation  ;  and  none  but  a  novice,  a  fycophant,  a 
mere  reptile,  as  a  Miniiler,  would  allow  this  aft  to  prevent  him 
from  doing  what  the  exigency  of  circumftances  might  require 
at  the  time,  according  to  his  own  judgement.  He  argued, 
that  it  was  impoflible  in  a  loan  bill,  to  make  a  provifion  for 
the  payment  of  it  at  any  given  time  ;  becaufe  it  was  impoflible 
to  fay,  that  the  fame  circumftance  that  made  it  neceflary  to 
obtain  a  loan,  might  not  exift  at  the  time  fpecified  for  paying 
it.  The  Lord  Chancellor  treated  this  claufe  with  great  feve- 
rity  and  force  of  argument,  and  was  followed  by  Lords  Rawdon 
and  Stormont  on  the  fame  fide ;  Lord  Grenville  made  a  fliort 
reply,  and  the  Committee  divided. 

For  the  Claufe  —  28 

Againft  it  —         —         22 

Majority  b 

The  other  claufes  were  then  gone  through,  and  the  bill  or- 
dered to  be  reported  to-morrow. 
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Counfel  for  the  petitioners  againft  the  abolition  were  then 
called  in,  and  Mr.  Law  fpoke  at  con fiderable  length.  The 
fubftance  of  his  argument  was^  that  the  Weft  India  iflands 
could  not  be  cultivated  without  the  labour  of  negroes  from  Af- 
rica ;  and  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  Have  trade  fo  contrary 
to  humanity,  as  to  induce  their  Lordftiips  to  hazard  the  confe- 
ijuences  which  muft  neceflarily  refult  from  the  abolition. 

Lord  Macartney  was  called  as  the  firft  witnefs,  and  being 
fworn  at  the  bar,  faid,  ;that  as  he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Peer 
of  Ireland,  he  wiflied  to  know  whether  or  not  there  was  any 
diftindlion  between  the  mode  of  receiving  the  evidence  of  a 
perfon  fo  fituatpd,  and  of  examining  an  ordinary  witnefs. 

The  LORD  CHANCELOR  faid  he  did  not  recoiled  any. 

Lord  MACARTNEY  faid,  he  was  informed  that  Lord  Ty- 
rone, in  the  reign  of  James  II.  had  delivered  his  evidence  at 
their  Lordship's  table,  inftead  of  the  bar. 

This  being  a  point  on  which  it  was  nccefTary  to  confult  pre- 
cedents, it  was  propofed  by  Lord  Grenville  to  call  another  wit- 
nefs ;  by  other  noble  Lords,  on  account  of  the  latenef^  of  the 
hour,  to  adjourn, 

A  converfation  enfued,  in  which  Lord  Grenville,  the  Duke 
of  Montrofe,  and  Earl  Fitzwilliam  prefled  the  neceflity  of  pro- 
ceeding on  the  fubjeft  from  d^y  to  day  with  all  poflible  dif- 
patch  5  and  Lords  Stormont,  Jiawke,  and  Abingdon,  contend- 
ed that  their  Lordftiips  could  not  fupport  the  fatigue  of  attend- 
ing to  bufinefs  of  fuch  importance  on  the  days  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings's  trial,  or  other  matters  that  tpok  up  much  time. 

It  was  at  length  agreed  to  proceed  with  evidence  on  Monday 
next,  at  twelve  o'clock  precifely,  on  Thurfday  and  Friday  at 
th^  fanie  hour,  aiid  on  the  f^me  days  iii  eyery  week  tiU 
liriiftied. 

TheHpufe  adjournedf 

Tuefdayi  15/A  May. 

Yefterday  the  amendments  made  to  the  national  debt  bill 
>vere  read,  reported,  and  agreed  to. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

; 
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f-Fednefday,  \6th  May- 

After  returning  from  the  trial  tfic  Lords  proceeded  an  the 
private  bills  before  thepi,   and  adjourned  without  any  debate. 

Friday y  i^th  May. 

On  reading  of  the  order  of  the  day  on  the  libel  bill. 
Lord  CAMDEN  rofe  to  fupport  an  opinion  which  he  waj? 
known  to  poflfefs,  and  which  he  never,  fince  he  had  formed  it, 
had  occafion  to  alter,  Queftions,  he  faid,  had  been  put  tQ 
the  Judges ;  but  they  had  contented  themfelves  with  anfwering 
them  dryly,  and  avoiding  the  grand  qucftion,'  "  Who  (hould 
**  try  a  libel."  On  this  point  he  was  as  firmly  convinced  as 
he  ever  was  of  any  thing.  It  was  to  the  jury,  and  to  the  jury 
only,  that  a  queftion  of  libel  flKHjId  be  fubmitted  ;  and  as  this 
had  been  doubted,  it  was  proper  the  point  fliould  be  fet  at  reft. 
He  wifhed  the  Houfc  to  refleft  on  the  confequcnce  of  leaving 
it  a  point  unfeltled.  Hereafter,  in  cafes  of  libel,  the  counfel 
for  the  defendant  would  urge  to  juries,  that  this  bill  was  the 
general  fenfe  of  the  people  of  England,  expreffed  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  almoft  nemine  contradicente — ^and  who  was  the 
Judge  who  would  dare  to  flop  a  barrifter  making  fuch  an  ob-i 
fervation  ?  On  the  otheir  hand,  the  counfel  for  the  profecjition 
might  infift  on  the  opinion  of  the  Houfe  of  Peer9  againfl  the 
principle  of  the  bill.  This  would  introduce  endlefs  altercations 
between  the  jury  and  the  bench,  and  would  be  a  great  irripedi- 
ment  to  the  diftribution  of  public  juftice,  and  might  affeS  the 
tranquillity  of  the  people. 

He  expofed  the  fallacy  of  the  pretended  difti nation  between 
law  and  faft,  in  the  queftion  of  guilty,  ornotguihy,  of  print- 
ing or  publifhing  a  libel :  they  were  united  as  much  as  intent 
and  aftion,  in  the  confidcration  of  all  other  criminal  proceed- 
ings. Without  an  implied  malice,  a  man  could  not  be  found 
guilty  even  of  murder.  The  firaply  killing  of  a  man  was  no- 
thing, until  it  was  proved  that  the  aft  arofe  from  malice.  A 
man  might  kill  another  in  his  own  defence,  or,  under  various 
circumftances,  which  rendered  the  killing  no  murder.  How 
|vere  thefe  things  to  be  explained  ?     By  the  circumftances  of 
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the  cafe.  What  was  the  ruling  principle?  The  intention  of 
the  party.  Who  were  Judges  of  the  intention  of  the  party  i 
the  Judge  ?  No ;  the  Jury.  So  that  the  jury  were  allowed  to 
judge  of  intention  upon  an  indiftment  for  murder,  and  not  to 
judge  of  the  intention  of  the  party  upon  libel.  This  was  fo 
much  out  of  all  principle  of  juftice  and  con^mon  fenfe,  that  it 
could  not  be  fupported  for  a  moment.  Our  anceftors,  indeedf 
had  remained  filent  upon  the  point,  whether  the  intent  of  the 
party,  ^nd  tendency  of  a  publication  alledged  to  be  a  libel,  was 
matter  of  law,  or  matter  of  faft.  The  reafon  was  obvious ; 
it  was  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  fimply,  but  a  compound 
of  both,  and  whiqh  in  their  very  nature  could  only  be  decided 
\>y  a  jury. 

There  could  bq  no  libel  without  a  mifchievous  intention  and 
tendency  ;  the  j  ury,  if  deprived  of  judging  of  that  intention  and 
tendency,  might  as  well  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  judging 
pf  the  fa6l  of  the  publication ;  for  the  intention  and  tendcn^ry 
made  part  of  the  fubjeft  in  conteft  between  the  parties*  On 
the  part  of  the  profecution  it  was  alledged,  that  the  defendant 
did  wilfully,  malicioufly  publifh,  &c.  The  defendant  denied 
this  qharge  by  his  plea,  **  I  am  not  guilty  of  the  oflFence  laid 
"  to  my  charge."  What  were  the  jury  fworn^to  do?  "  Well 
"  and  truly  to  try  the  iffue  joined."  The  queflion  was,  who 
fhould  have  the  power  of  faying  guilty  or  not  guilty,  on  a  li- 
bel ?  The  jury,  beyond  all  difpute.  There  could  not  be  two 
opinions  upon  it  ftated  in  this  view. 

But  a  diiHn£lion  bad  been  taken,  and  it  was  faid,  Ad  quaf- 
tionem  legis  non  refpondent  jurat  ores  ^  et  ad  quajiionem  fa£ii  mn 
refpondent  judues.  This  maxim  was  a  very  true,  as  well  as  a 
very  plain  one.  But  it  was  mifapplied.  It  was  not  applicable 
at  all  to  the  cafe  of  a  libeL  It  referred  folcly  to  the  cafe  where 
the  law  and  the  fafi  might  be  feparated,  and  had  no  natural 
connection  whatever.  It  applied  to  Cafes  where  the  faA  was  ad- 
mitted by  the  defendant  as  fbtedby  the  plaintiff,  but  not  where 
the  dcfenaant  denied  the' point  of  law  rifing  out  of  that  fa£i:  a» 
ftated  by  the  plaintiff.  And  this  was  argued  by  way  of  de- 
murrer. But  this  was  a  cafe  where  there  was  no  law  feparate 
from  the  faft — or  rather,  there  was  no  law  at  all.  The  pub- 
lication was  a  faA — the  intention  was  fo  connedled  with  id&y 
that  it  could  orJy  be  proved  by  fait.  The  tendency  was  fo  c jn- 
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neded  with  faft,  that  inference  could  be  drawn  only  from  cir* 
cumilances  arifing  out  of  fa£l. 

There  was  not,  nor  could  there  be,  any  thing  in  the  nature 
of  a  libel,  that  the  moft  ignorant  man  in  England,  not  being 
an  idiot,  could  not  judge  of,  as  well  as  the  moft  profound 
Lawyer.  A  German,  or  any  other  foreigner,  who  knew  no- 
thing of  our  conftitution,  might  judge  of  it.  There  never 
uras,  nor  could  there  be,  a  difficulty  in  it.  Nothing  more  was 
io  be  judged  of,  than  appeared  on  the  face  of  it ;  the  natural 
tendency  of  the  thing.  Why  (bould  a  man  be  a  Lawyer,  in 
CMfder  to  underftand  Englifli  ?  The  truth,  indeed,  was,  that 
by  thefe  diftinftions,  or  afFcfted  diftinftions,  between  law  and 
faft,  where  there  was  no  law,  and  the  whole  was  faS,  had 
frequently  been  the  caufe  of  juries  of  a  pliant  difpofition  to 
trifle  with  the  oath  they  took.  They  had  faid,  guilty  of  print- 
ing and  publilhing  only.  Could  any  man,  in  his  fenfes,  fay 
that  fuch  a  jury  meant,  by  fuch  a  verdift,  that  the  defendant 
ivas  criminal,  and  that  he  therefore  ought  to  be  punifhed  ?  and 
yet,  had  it  not  afterwards  been  ordered  by  the  court,  that  the 
verdift  ihould  be  altered,  and  that  the  defendant  fhould  be 
deemed  guilty?  This  pretence  for  a  diftinftion  was  not  known 
to  the  ancient  law  of  England  ;  it  was  of  modern  date^  he  be- 
lieved not  above  thirty  years  ftanding. 

He  wiihed  to  know,  what  would  have  been  the  cafe,  if  the 
doflrine,  that  intention  and  tendency  of  a  libel  were  matter  of 
law  for  the  confideration  of  judges,  and  not  for  juries,  had 
been  eftablilhed  in  the  time  of  James  the  Second? 

Here  his.  Lordfhip  entered  into  a  very  able,  very  clear,  for- 
cible, and  accurate  hiftorical  detail  of  cafes,  determined  both 
in  good  and  bad  times,  from  the  time  of  Brafton,  five  hundred- 
years  ago,  down  to  the  time  when  he  himfelf  was  at  the  bar, 
and  proved,  that  the  general  bent  of  all  the  charges  which  had 
been  given  to  the  jury  was,  that  they  were  to  judge  of  the  in- 
tention and  tendency  of  the  alledged  libel  ;  that  they  wereToley 
to  determine  the  whole  cafe.  Even  Judge  Jeffries  himfelf  had 
done  fo,  and  he  could  not  be  faid  to  entertain  any  fentiments 
^  againft  the  power  of  the  crown  contrary  to  law.  So  clear  was  * 
xht  point  in  his  mind,  that  the  juries  were  the  whole  and  fole 
controulers  of  all  the  cafe  of  libel — that  if  all  the  bench  of  the 
courts  of  law — all  the  bar,  and  the  unanimous  voice  of  Parlia- 
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ment,  (hould  declare  it  to  be  otherwife,  he  (hould  not  change  his 
opinion.  He  wiflied  the  Houfe  to  fay,  with  whom  fliould 
judgement  on  the  efFe^l  of  libel  r^ft  ?  Or  rather,  who  ihoutd 
have  the  care  of  the  liberty  of  the  prfefs — the  Judges,  or  the 
people  of  England  ?  The  jury  were  the  people  of  England. — 
The  Judges  were  independent  men — Be  it  fo.  But  were  they 
totally  beyond  the  pofljbility  of  corruption  from  the  Crown  ? 
Was  it  impoffible  to  (hew  them  favour  in  any  way  whatever  ? 
The  truth  was,  they  poflibly  might  be  corrupted — juries  never 
could.  What  would  be  the  efFeft  of  giving  Judges  the  whole 
control  of  the  prefs?  It  would  foon  be  fliut  up.  When  fo 
fhackled,  nothing  would  appear  that  was  difagreeable  to  Go- 
vernment. 

As  well  might  an  aft  of  Parliament  be  pafled  that  nothing 
fhould  be  printed  or  publiflied  but  panegyrics  on  Minifters  and 
Government ;  with  fuch  principles  we  fhould  foon  lofc  all 
thoughts  of  freedom.  So  clear  was  he,  that  even  if  it  were  not 
law,  it  fliould  be  made  law,  that  the  juries  fliould  judge  of  the 
whole  cafe  of  a  libel ;  that  he  protefted  he  thought,  that  in  all 
the  catalogue  of  crimes,  there  was  not  one  that  was  fo  fit  to 
be  determined  by  a  jury,  and  not  by  a  Judge,  as  a  libel.  He 
added  many  other  excellent,  conftitutional,  and  wife  obferva- 
tions  on  this  fubject,  and  in  favour  of  the  bill  now  before  their 
Lordfliips. 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid,  that  having,  on  a  former  day,  ^ 
pledged  himfelf  to  anfwer  the  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack, 
and  the  Chief  J uft ice  of  the  King's  Bench,  their  Lordfliips 
might  naturally  expedl:  that  he  would  keep  his  word  ;  he  rofe, 
therefore,  to  redeem  that  pledge,  and  to  fulfil  his  promife,  and 
he  would  meet  the  noble  and  learned  Lords  on  the  ground  of 
law,  as  well  as  on  that  of  reafon,  common  fenfe,  and  the  con- 
ftitution.  From  the  able  and  found  arguments,  ftated  in  the 
fpeech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  who  had  juft  fat  down,  his 
Lordfliip  faid,  he  need  not  go  into  the  length  he  otherwife  was 
prepared  to  do.  Confidering  the  prefent  as  an  adjourned  de- 
bate, he  fhould  anfwer  the  arguments  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lords,  ftated  in  the  lafl  difcuffidn  of  the  fubjefl.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  prefided  over  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
had  faid,  among  other  very  extraordinary  expreffions,  that  **  he 

"  found,  from  the  bill,  that  libellers  had  their  friends." 
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[Lord  Kenyjn  rofe,  and  denied  that  he  had  fald  any  thing  Ilktf 
it.]  ■  That  noble  and  learned  Lord,  EarJ  Stanhope  faid,  had 
been  the  Judge  in  the  cafe  of  Stockdale,  and  it  was  the  illegal 
direftion  to  the  jury  given  by  the  Judge,  that  had  been  the  oc- 
cafion  of  the  prefent  bill.  He  commented  on  that  direcElion, 
and  faid,  'in  any  cafe,  whether  of  murder,  burglary,  libel,  or 
any  thing  clfe,  the  jury  were  to  find  not  only  the  crime  of 
murder,  but  whether  the  prifoner  had  been  guilty  of  man* 
flaughtcr,  or,  in  faft,  whether  he  was  guilty  at  all.  If  the 
prifoner,  when  he  was  arraigned,  pleaded  Not  Guilty,  he  was 
then  aflced,  "  How  will  you  be  tried  ?".  which  was  in  former 
times  a  very  fignificant  queftion,  becanfe  there  were  then  two 
modes  of  trial,  trial  by  battle,  and  trial  by  law.  The  trial  by 
battle  had  been  long  fince  abolifhed,  and  a  prifoner  now  gene- 
rally anfwered,  "  By  God,  and  his  country."  He  then  had  a 
right  to  challenge  the  jury,  who  are  told  by  the  Court,  that 
they  are  the  country.  He  went  through  all  the  forms  of  a  trial 
by  indlSment  for  treafon  or  for  libel,  and  pointed  out  the  rights 
and  privileges  which  the  humane  fpirit  of  the  law  of  England 
gives  a  prifoner  of  rejefl:ing  any  juryman  whofe  countenance 
difpleafed  him,  even  if  he  had  noftronger  reafon.  In  fupport 
of  thefe  fafts,  his  Lordfhip  quoted  Blackftone,  and  other  au- 
thorities. Formerly,  he  faid.  Judges  could  be  challenged,  but 
now  they  could  not,  which  was,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  lament- 
ed. ^  In  elucidation  of  his  argument,  he  put  an  hypothetical 
cafe,  by  fuppofing  that  Sir  Elijah  Impey,  who  had  been  a 
Judge  in  India,  were  made  a  Judge  in  England,  would  it,  he 
aflced,  be  contended,  that  after  having  had  a  motion  made 
againft  him  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  for  an  impeachment  for 
murder.  Sir  Elijah  Impey  would  be  a  fit  Judge  to  try  the  gen- 
tlemen who  had  brought  forward  that  motion  r  Or  would  it  be 
faid,  that  if  the  fourjudgesof  the  King's  Bench  were  to  be  im- 
peached for  high  crimes  and  mi  (demeanors,  and  were  to  be  ac- 
quitted, that  they  would  be  fit  Judges  to  try  the  perforis  who 
fo  impeached  them,  if  they  were  to  happen  to  be  put  in  a  ftate 
of  trial  for  any  criminal  offence  ?  His  Lordlhip  having  put  the 
cafe  ftrongly,  faid,  he  would  ftate  to  the  Houfe  an  authority, 
which  the  noble  Lord  upon  the  woolfack  could  not  controvert, 
viz.  the  authority  of  himfelf,  and  fure  he  was,  it  was  an  au- 
thority that  he  co.ild  not  controvert,  becaufe  he  could  fay  to 
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hv\i,  '*  Out  of  thy  own  mouth  will  I  condemn  thee."  His 
L .  rilhi;^  then  read  fcveral  extra£is  from  the  trial  of  Mr.  Home 
for  a  ibjl,  conveyed  in  an  advertifement  circulated  in  the  pub- 
lic pri  *ts,  which  propofed  a  fubfcription  for  the  wives  and  chil- 
dren of  our  fellow-fubje^s,  the  Americans,  who  had  been 
barbarouily  murdered  by  the  King*s  troops  at  Lexington.  His 
L(.>rd(hip  commented  much  at  length  on  this  trial,  ftated  the 
direftioji  of  Lord  Mansfield,  and  faid,  he  would  oppofe  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Attorney  General  Thurlow  againft  the  autho- 
rity of  the  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  and  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  not  give  him  his  vote,  at  leaft  he  hoped  he 
would  pair  off  with  Mr.  Attorney  General  Thurlow.  He 
next  quoted  the  cafe  of  libel,  in  which  a  young  lady  of  Notting- 
ham, who  had  been  expelled  the  Society  of  Quakers,  and  who 
cither  filed  an  informatioh,  or  brought  an  aftion  for  damages, 
againft  the  clerk  of  the  meeting,  for  ftating  in  his  entry  in  the 
Society's  books,  grounds  for  her  expulfion,  which  were  libel- 
lous. His  Lordfhip  explained  what  thefe  grounds  were,  and 
after  ftating  that  one  was,  that  the  young  lady  did  not  exercife 
that  rigour  or  felf-denial,  that  flie  ought  to  have  dpne,  (which 
was  rather  a  fevere  farcafm  on  a  young  lady)  mentioned  the 
particulars  of  the  trial,  when  the  Judge  (Lord  Mansfield)  had 
faid,  "  fuch  a  queftion  had  better  be  tried  by  the  Court  above.** 
He  concluded  this  head  of  his  fpecch  with  faying,  that  he  hoped 
Lord  Mansfield  in  his  capacity  of  a  Judge,  and  Lord  Mans- 
field in  his  capacity  of  an  Earl  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  would 
pair  off  with  each  other,  and  thus  he  ftiould  have  difpofed  of 
two  noble  and  learned  Lords.  He  next  referred  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  quoted  Sir  Matthew  Hale^ 

^  and  charged  him  with  having  mifreprefented  that  learned  Judge, 
who  in  his  firft  inftitutes  of  common  law,  page  260,  fpeaking 
of  the  office  and  duty  of  a  Judge,^  in  regard  to  his  direction  to 
the  jury,  fays,  **  the  Judge  is  to  aflift  the  jury,  not  by  points 
**  of  law,  but  in  points  of  law."  And  a  ftill  ftronger  pafTage 
was  to  be  found  in  Blackftone,  Vol.  4,  p.  361.     His  Lord- 

.  fliip  quoted  Leonard's  Reports,  and  an  infinite  variety  of  other 

authorities,    to  prove    **  That  juries  might  go  according  to 

**' their  confciences  in  the  law,    and  according  to  their  own 

"  knowledge  in  the  fad."    He  faid,   he  would  next  ftatc  an 

authority,  which  was  now,    what  the  late  Mr.  Dunning  had 
Vol.  XXXIII.  3  I 
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been  in  his  day,   the  firfl  man  in  his  profeflion,  and  the  chief 
ornament  of  the  bar.     He  faid,  he  meant  Mr,  Bearcroft,  the 
Chief  Juftice  of  Chefter.    What  he  alluded  to  was,  the  conduft 
which  Mr.  Bearcroft,  to  his  immortal  honour,  had  purfued  in 
the  cafe  of  the  Dean  of  St.  Afaph,  when  he  had  acknowledged 
the  right  of  the  jury,,  to  take  both  the  law  and  the  faft  in  their 
own  hands.  On  that  occafion  Lord  Mansfield  had  contradiSed 
Mr.  Bearcroft,  when  he  made  the  admiflionj^  and  had  faid, 
**  you  mean  the  Power,    not  the  right."    Mr.  Bearcroft  in- 
ftantly  replied,  "  I  do  not  mean  the  power,  for  that  no  man 
*'  ever  difputed  ;    hut  I  mean,  the  right,  which  the  conftitu- 
**  tion  gives  the  jury,    whenever  they  chufe  to  exercife  it." — 
Mr.  Bearcroft,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  was  not  only  a  great  Lawyer, 
but  was  better,    a  friend  to  the  conditution,  and  an  honeft 
man.     His  Lordfhip  mentioned  Builiell's  cafe,  and  the  famous 
cafe  of  John  Lilburne,  who  had  addrefled  himfelf  to  the  Judges, 
and  faid,  "  the  jury  were  to  decide ,^  that  they  were  to  judge  of 
the  law  and  the  fafts  alfo,  alid  that  by  law,  the  Judges  upon 
the  Bench,  who  were  only  Norman  intruders,  were  merely  the 
receivers  of  the  decifion  of  the  jury,  which  they  were  obliged 
to  put  upon  the  record.     The  jury,    as  their  Lordihips  well 
knew,  found  Lilburne  not  guilty.     His  Lordfliip  quoted  Mr* 
Erflcine's  argument  on  the  trial  of  the  Dean  of  St.  Afaph,  and 
Lord  Cfiief  Juftice  de  Grey's  condu£l  in  the  cafe  of  the  King 
againft  Woodfall,  declaring  that,  they  who  thought  as  he  (and 
other  Lords)  did,  had  every  cafe  of  any  fort  of  authority  with 
them.     He  mentioned  the  licenfing  aft  in  the  reign  of  Charles 
IIv  by  the  which  it  was  enafted,  that  no  book  on  politics  or 
hiftory  was  to  be  printed  without  the  authority  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State ;  no  treatife  on  the  common  law  without  the  li- 
cence of  the  Lofd  Chancellor ;  ro.ie  on  heraldry  without  that 
of  the  Earl  Marflial ;  nor  no  novels,  romances,  Fairy  Tales, 
nor  any  work  in  fcience,    philofophy,  matiiematics,  phyfic, 
divinity,  or  love,  without  the  licenfe  ofihe  Archbtfliop  of  Can- 
terbury, fuppofing  him,    no  doubt,  the  moft  cqnvcrfant  in  all 
thofe  fubjedts.     After  remarking  at  length  on  the  unconftitu- 
tional  fetters  which  th^  licenfing  ad  put  upon  the  liberty  of  the 
prefs,  his  Lordfliip  took  notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  having 
in  his  fpeech  on  a  former  day  mentioned,  that  it. was  neceflar/ 
that  the  pradice  of  the  law  fliould  be  uniformly  the  fame 
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throughout  the  kingdom,    in  Cumberland  as  well  as  in  Corn- 
Wall,  and  that  therefore  the  conftru£iion  of  points  of  law  ought 
to  reft  with  the  Judges.    *His  Lordftiip  faid,  it  was  not  a  little 
extraordinary,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  fhould  have  in- 
ftanced  two  counties,  which  he  meant  himfelf  to  have  referred 
to^  as  inftances  of  his  argument  on  the  other  fide  of  the  quef- 
tion.     A  ftronger  proof  of  the  propriety  of  leaving  the  law  as 
well  as  the  fa&  to  a  jury,  could  not  be  found,  than  by  ftating, 
that  there  was  a.  particular  word,  he  did  not  precifely  recolleft 
it,  in  ufe  in  both  the  counties  of  Cumberland  and  Cornwall, 
which  in  one  meant  a  term  of  the  fevercftand  moil  difgraceful 
reproach,  and  in  the  other,  was  received  as  an  expreflion  per- 
fe£lly  harmlefs  and  innocent.     Juries  of  each  country  being 
aware  of  the  local  import  of  the  term  in   their  own  diftrift, 
would  give  it  its  due  interpretation,  and  find  a  verdidl  accord- 
ingly ;    whereas  upon  the  uniform  praftice  contended  for,  a 
defendant  might  be  convifted  of  a  libel,  for  ufing  a  term  lo- 
cally harmlefs.     He  put  the  cafe  that  an  a£lion  for  a  libel  was 
brought  for  ufing  a  modern  word,  not  to  be  found  in  any  gram- 
mar or  gloffary,    viz.   for  faying  that  a  man  was    "  a  great 
**  bor€  ;"  a  jury  would  laugh  at  fuch  a  ground  of  profecution, 
but  the  Judges  would  turn  to  their  grammars  and  gloflaries, 
and  n'it  being  able  to  meet  with  it,    would  fay  they  could  not 
find  fuch  a  phrafe  as  "  a  great  bore,  but  they  had  I'ound  a  wild 
*'  boar,  which  no  doubt  it  meant  4  and  yet  it  could  not  be,  as 
**  a  wild  boar  had  four  legs,  and  man  was  a  two-legged  ani- 
^*  mal ;  then  it  muft  mean,  that  the  plaintiff  was  like  a  wild 
**  boar  in  djfpofition,  which  was  a   wicked  libel,   and  there- 
*'  fore  let  the  defendant  be  hanged  1"     He  mentioned  the  diC- 
penfing  Judges  in  James  the  Second's  time,  who  had  advifed 
the  King  that  it  was  legal  for  him  to  faife  money  from  the  fub- 
jeft  without  the  cc«if©nt  of  Parliament,  that  in  time  of  peace 
he  might  have  a  flanding  army,  and  even  that  he  fhould  have 
the  power  to  give  grants  of  the  property  of  private  perfons  be- 
fore they  had  been  convidted ;   all  which  might  be  feen  in  the 
bill  of  rights.     In  Mr.  Erfkine's  report  of  the  Dean^of  St, 
Afaph,    it  was  faid  by  Lord  Mansfield  that  besought  to  take 
another  trial,    but  that  he  ipufl  fland  committed  till  he  found 
bail,  which  of  courfe  he  did  immediately.     If  it  had  been  the 
«afe  of  a  poor  man,  could  he  have  aifor^ded  the  expence  i  an4 
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furely  their  Lordftiips  did  not  mean  to  lay  down  a  rule  by 
which  a  rich  man  might  be  at  large  and  a  poor  man  confined  r 
He  had  heard  an  opinion  Ibted  by  the  late  Lord  Afhburton, 
who  faid,  that  he  often  obferved  the  jury  were  carrieil  away 
by  an  improper  impulfe^from  fomething  peculiar  that  fell  from 
a  witnefs,  or  fomething  that  dropped  from  the  Judge,  but  that 
there  were  always,  one  or  two  men  of  fenfe  and  difcernment 
on  the  jury,    who  made  the  others  fearch  the  bufinefs  to  the 
bottom,  and  brought  out  a  jufl  verdift.    He  mentioned  Black- 
ftone's  declaration,  that  there  was  no  more  liberty  in  this  coun- 
try, than  there  was  formerly  in  France,  or  at  prefent  in  Turkey, 
and  the  great  difference  between  a  trial  by  jury  and  a  fuit  in 
Chancery.     The  one,  his  Lordihip  faid,  decided  a  caufe  in  a 
day ;    the  other,  continued  not  from  year  to  year,  like  Mr. 
Haftings*s  trial,  but  from  generation  to  generation.     In  his 
own  family  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  of  Ireland,  his  Lordfhip^ 
faid,  a  luit  had  been  pending,    which,  confidered  as  a  fuit- in 
Chancery,  was  tolerably  foon  ended,  viz.  in  forty-two  years, 
and  then  the  patties  took  it  out  of  Court,  and  concluded  it  by 
.  a  compromife,    and  that  was  what  was  emphatically  termed 
Chancery  difpatch.     This,  he  faid,    reminded  him  of  a  cele- 
brated ton  mot  of  a  noble  anceftor  of  his ;  a  perfon  had  bought 
a  horfe,   which  proved  uncommonly  reftive  and  unruly,  over- 
leaping every  fence  and  mound  within  which  he  was  placed.— 
'The  gentleman,    who  owned  the  animal,   mentioned  the  cir- 
cumftance  to  the  late  Earl  of  Chefter field,   and  faid,   he  believ- 
ed he  muft  build  a   wall  round  the  horfe  to  keep  him  in  due 
bounds ;    when  the  Earl  faid,     **  put  him   in  the  Court  of 
^*  Chancery,  and  I'll  warrant  you  he*ll  never  get  out  of  it." 
With  regard  to  the  intention  with  which  a  criminal  fa£l  was 
committed  it  often  happened  that  the  intention  was  all  the 
crime.     In  proof  of  this,   he  put  the  cafe  of  a  man's  getting 
upon  a  horfe  to  try  him,  and  riding  off  with  him  ;    when  a 
meflenger  being  difpatched  after  him,   brought  him  back.-^- 
When  put  upon  his  trial  for  dealing  the  horfe,   the  man  fays^^ 
***  I  did  not  run  away  with  the  horfe,    but  he  ran  away  with 
•*   me."     The  whole  queftion  in  fuch  a  cafe  would  be  the  in- 
tcntion.     If  a  man  did  an  afl:  where  the  hand  was  not  guided 
by  the  heart,  Where  the  foul,  he   might  fay,   was  not  acccf- 
fary  to  ii*c  ad,    there  was  no  criminality.    He  alfo  put  tbt 
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fuppofed  cafe  of  a  hand-bill,  publiflicd  in  the  year  1 780,  (when 
the  riots  had  difgraced  the  metropolis)  calling  upon  the  ene- 
mies of  popery  to  take  up  arms,  if  the  party  indifted  were  to 
plead,  that  the  hand-bill  was  printed  in  the  year  1745,  and 
was  meant  to  excite  the  public  to  take  up  arms,  to  repel  the 
pretender,  as  the  rebels  had  got  to  Derby,  fuch  a  defence  would 
convert  a  crime  into  a  meritous  a£t  ?  Upon  the  whole  his 
Lordfhip  maintained  that  the  publication  of  a  libel  was  not  a 
queftion  of  mere  law,  but  of  law  and  faft  blended  together, 
which  ought  to  be  decided  by  the  jury. 

He  gave  his  opinion  of  the  nature  of  a  demurrer,  and  quoted 
Blackftone  in  fupport  of  his  argument.  He  alfo  flated  the  na- 
ture  of  a  fpecial  verdift,  where  the  jury  found  the  fads,  and 
left  the  conftrudion  to  the  Court,  and  as  an  inftance  of  the 
fubtle  diilinftions,  which  the  Judges  could  make  in  a  plain 
cafe,  he  inftanced  an  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  Eyre, 
whofe  microfcopic  eye,  he  faid,  could  fee  what  no  man  elfc 
could  fee  ;  in  a  queilion  concerning  the  particular  place  of  a 
man's  death,  the  Chief  Baron  had  declared,  that  t^ere  was  no 
queftion  of  that  nature  ;  that  the  queftion  was  not,  where  tlic 
man  died^  but  where  he  ceajed  to  live  !  He  ridiculed  this  refine- 
ment of  diftin6lion,  and  faid,  he  had  now  got  to  the  pinnacle 
of  abfurdity,  and  having  reached  its  climax,  there  he  would 
leave  it.  He  then  went  into  an  eulogium  on  the  conftitution, 
which  he  declared  was  an  excellent  one,  inafmuch  as  it  tehded 
to  make  the  people  happy,  and  to  fecure  their  liberties  \  but 
their  Lordfliips  ought  ever  to  remember,  that  the  conftitution 
mighf  be  undermined,  and  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  at 
one  time  been  deftroyed  by  corruption,  and  at  another,  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  had  been  voted  ufelefs.  They  at  one  time  had 
Judges  like  Jeffries,  that  abominable  monfter,  that  bloody  and 
brutaj  executioner  of  the  weft  of  England,  that  murderei*  of 
Algernon  Sydney,  that  wretch  of  whofe  memory  no  man  could 
fpeak  without  horror  and  detellation.  They  had  feen  the  ha^ 
heas  corpus  taken  away  by  aft  of  Parliament,  ajid  the  liberty  of 
the  prefs  deftroyed  by  the  licenfing  ftatute.  They  had  known 
tyrants  upon  the  throne,  like  Henry  the  Eighth  and  Richard 
the  Third,  Charles  the  Firft,  Charles  the  Secorid,  James  the 
Firft,  and  that  Englilh  Tarquin,  James  the  Second  !  If  they 
were  the  moft  happy  and  profpcrous  people  on  the  face  of  the 
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globe,  it  was  owing  to  that  impregnable  fortrefs,  that  ftrong 
hold  of  the  conflitution,  trial  by  jury  1  He  concluded  with  re- 
turning thnnks  to  the  Houfc  for  having  fo  long  heard  him  with 
patience  and  attention. 

Lord  KENyON  faid,  after  the  unprovoked  attack  that  had 
been  made  i:pon  him  by  name,  he  mud  appear  the  meaneft  of 
all  mankind  in  their  I/ordlhips'  confideration,  if  he  did  not  en- 
deavour a  little  to'repel  the  attack.  Every  man,  his  Lordfliip 
faid,  could  not  command  the  great  abilities  and  the  great  elo- 
quence that  they  had  heard  exhibited  that  day,  but  there  was 
one  thing  In  e^ery  man's  power,  viz.  veracity.  The  noble 
Lord,  inftcad  of  inftrudling  himfelf  upon  points  refpecting 
which  he  had  the  means  of  information,  chofe  rather  to  attack 
him  upon  fajfe  fads;  he  furely  therefore  had  fome  right  to 
complain.  Nor  was  it  on  his  own  accoimt  merely,  but  for 
thofe  who  had  been  attacked  in  their  abfence,  and  had  not  the 
power  of  defending  themfclves.  It  was  cruel  to  attack  perfons 
of  high, and  digniSed  charadler,  when  they  were  entitled  to  the 
reverence  and  eiteem  of  their  country.  A  very  worthy  Judge, 
Lord  Chief  Baron  Eyre,  had  been  moft  unjuftly  treated,  becaufe 
that  learned  Jucigc's  words  had  been  grofsly  mifreprefentcd.— 
Their  Lordfhips  well  knew,  that  there  were  two  different  forts 
of  death,  natural  and  political  death.  When  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron,  therefore,  had  faid,  that  a  man  was  n9t  deady  but  that 
hccenfedto  exijly  he  alluded  to  his  political  death  by  attainder. 
With  regard  to  Stockdale's  trial,  the  noble  Earl  had  miftated 
i!tc  whole  of  that  matter.  The  jury  in  that  cafe  had  brought 
in  a  vcrdift  completely  fatisfaftory  to  his  mind,  nor  had  he  at 
the  time  expreffed  the  fmalleft  difpleafure  at  it ;  and  fo  far 
from  his  direftion  tothejtiry,  in  that  caufe,  haiving  been  wrong, 
Mr.  Erfkine,  the  Counfcl  for  the  Dean,  had  told  him,  as  foon 
as  the  hearing  was  over,  that  it  was  precifely  what  he  wifhed 
it  to  have  been.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  the  noble  Lord  had  done 
every  thing  to  ridicule  all  that  was  held  facred  by  evrfry  think- 
ing and  temperate  man.  With  regard  to  himfelf,  it  never  had 
happened  to  him,  when  he  fat  as  a  Judge,  to  have  a  difpute 
with  a  jury  on  a  queftion  of  libel.  .  He  mentioned  a  cafe,  in 
which, one  juryman  had  entertained  an  opinion  contrary  to  his 
advice  and  direiTlion,  had  ftood  out,  and  at  length  prevailed  on 
Ac  other  eleven  jurymen  to  come  over  to  his  opinion,  contrary 
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to  their  own  judgement,  in  confequence  of  which^  they  had  not 
broken  their  oaths,  but  had  given  an  imperfed  verdiS.  A 
new  trial,  however,  was  granted,  and  the  fecond  jury  gave  a 
pretty  ftriking  proof  of  the  opinion  they  entertained  of  the  for- 
mer jury  and  their  verdift,  by  unanimoufly  and  aknoft  imme- 
diately finding  the  defendant  guilty.  He  took  notice  of  Earl 
Stanhope's  having  talked  of  bills  of  Exchange,  bonds,  &c.  and 
faid,  in  refpe(5l  to  them  the  noble  Lord  was  much  miflakcn  ; 
in  regard  to  a  demurrer  alfo,  the  noble  Lord  was  abfolutely 
ignorant,  and  speared  to  have  picked  up  the  word,  without 
knowing  what  it  meant.  He  dated  the  nature  of  a  demurrer, 
and  the  advantages  that  might  be  derived  from  it,  and  compli- 
mented Lord  Camden  on  his  mode  of  ;^rguing  his  opinion,  which 
he  faid  the  noble  Earl  had  done  with  decency,  with  dignity, 
and  with  eloquence.  His  Lordfliip  declared  no  man  living  ad- 
mired a  trial  by  jury  more  than  he  did,  and  they  that  faw  it 
moft  frequently,  would  always  be  thofe  who  admired  it  moft. 
He  quoted  Lord  Hardwicke;  to  prove  that  a  Judge  of  fuch  ac- 
knowledged wifdom  and  integrity,  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
queilions  of  law^arifing  upon  fa£ls  adduced  in  evidence,  wera 
not  to  be  determined  by  a  jury.  He  conjured  their  Lordfhips, 
therefore,  not  to  remove  the  landmarks  of  the  law,  but  to  let 
the  law  remain  as  it  had  ever  flood,  with  all  its  guards  and 
fipnces  about  it.  A  man  fitting  on  the  bench  fuifered  many  an 
uneafy  moment  in  going  through  the  bufinefe  of  his  fituationi 
and  was  obliged  to  confult  his  confcience,  to  enable  iiim  to  do 
his  duty.  His  Lordfhip  dated  the  advantages  that  refulted  to 
the  Public,  from  the  law  in  cafes  of  libel  refting  with  the  Judges ; 
if  a  man  publilhed  a  paper,  which  was  not  a  libel,  but  incul- 
cated virtue  inftcad  of  vice  and  feditioui  and  were  indlSed  for 
a  libel  before  him,  he  would  not  direft  a  jury  to  find  a  verdidfc 
againft  fuch  a  defendant ;  and  there  had  occurred  cafes,  where 
the  jury  having  found  the  defendant  guilty,  the  Judge  had  ftep«» 
ped  in,  and  refcued  him  from  the  confequences.  After  dating 
various  cafes  of  this  fort,  his  Lordftiip  recurred  to  Earl  Stan^ 
hope's  argument,  and  faid,  if  he  were  to  quote  Sir  Ifaac  New- 
ton's  Principia,  or  to  go  into  a  differtation  on  Euclid's  Pro* 
blems,  he  diould  not,*  perhaps,  dep  fo  far  out  of  his  way,  fir 
the  r)oble  Earl  had  done  in  his  quotations ;  many  of  which  Were 
inapplicable  in  themfelves,  or  grofsly  mifapplied  j  and,  incjeed. 
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the  whole  of  the  noble  Earl's  fpeech,  inftead  of ''appearing  to 
be  proper  for  their  Lordfliips'  hearing,  was  rather  calculated^ 
not  to  miflead  thofe  below  the  bar,  for-ihey  were  not  to  be  mif- 
led,  but  toenflamethe  loweft  dregs  of  the  people,  and  put  them 
out  of  humour  with  the  public  adn^iniftration  of  juftice.  His 
Lordflhip  apologized  for  having  taken  up  fo  much  of  the  time 
of  the  Houfe,  but  faid,  he  thought  it  neceflary  to  fay  what  he 
had  d. ;ne,  in  order  to  rep^l  the  attack  that  had  been  inade  upon 
him,  the  abfent  Judges,  and  even  the  Court  of  Chancery  in 
Ireland,  which  governed  itfelf  by  thofe  principles,  which 
guided  and  governed  the  Court  of  Chancery  here,  and  had 
given  fuch  fatisfaftion  to  the  Public  for  many  years  together. 
Lord  STORMONT  began  his  fpeech  with  declaring,  that 
he  could  not  but  lament  that  on  a  queftion  of  fo  much  import- ' 
ance,  inftead  of  treating  it  with  temperance  and  fober  reafon- 
ing,  the  noble  Earl,  with  a  degree  of  vehemence  and  warmth 
fcarce  pardonable  in  the  utmoft  heat  of  debate,  pafling  all 
bounds  of  order,  fhould  have  attacked  abfent  men,  and  ar- 
raigned thofe  vsrhofe  conduS  entitled  them  to  the  refpeft  and 
efteem  of  their  coumry.  His  Lordihip  fpoke  of  the  admini- 
ftration  of  juftice  in  this  kingdom,  in  terms  of  warm  praife 
and  admiration  ;  he  faid,  he  had  feen  what  paffed  in  this  coun- 
try, and  had  the  advantage  of  having  had  better  opportunities 
of  obferving  what  had  pafled  abroad,  in  refpeft  to  the  admini- 
ftration  of  the  laws,  than  many  other  men,  and  the  refult  was, 
a  convidlion  that  an  Englifliman  had  every  reafon  to  feel  exul- 
tation and  joy  at  the  comparifon.  He  quoted  an  extraS  from 
the  code  of  French  laws,  which  did  that  country  honour,  and 
faid,  how  much  he  fhould  applaud  that  code Jijic  omnia :  but 
unfortunately  that  was  not  the  cafe.  The  noble  Earl,  he  faid, 
had  that  day  fpoken  like  thofe  orators,  who  to  diminifti  the 
prefent  happinefs  talk  of  the  mifery  of  former  times,  whereas 
all  that  mifery,  as  their  Lordfliips  well  knew,  had  been  done 
away  at  the  revolution,  when  the  adminiftration  of  juftice  in 
particular,  among  other  benefits,  was  taken  efpecial  care  of. 
The  queftion  of  difference  on  the  prefent  occafion,  he  faid,  was, 
that  the  Judges,  and  thofe  who  thought  as  he  did,  contended 
that  juries  ought  not  to  decide  on  what  they  did  not  underftand. 
To  decide  on  faQs,  integrity  of  heart,  and  a  plain  underftand- 
ing,  were  fufficient ;    not  fo  oa  points  of  law.    There  unlet*- 
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tered  men  like  himfelf  might  be  bewildered,  and  mifled.  His 
Lordfhip  quoted  Mr,  Juftice  Forftcr  to  prove,  that  he  thought 
upon  the  fubjedt  as  the  prefent  Judges  did,  and  he  faid^  he  had 
a  paflage  from  Lord  Hale  that  corroborated  and  confirmed  the 
fame  opinion.  His  Lordfliip  alfo  quoted  a  diftum  of  the  Scotch 
law  of  the  fame  tendency.  With  regard  to  demurrers,  from 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  faid  on  that  head,  he  de- 
clared he  was  almoft  afraid  to  fpeak  of  them,  as  they  were  a 
tjangerous  ground  for  an  ignorant  and  unlettered  man,  as  he 
profeflTed  himfelf  to  be,  to  walk  upon.  He  believed,  however, 
that  a  defendant  might  demur  before  trial  to  his  indiftment,  or 
he  might  demur  afterwards  by  moving  in  arreft  of  judgement 
upon  fpecial  grounds.  It  had  beea  faid,  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  opened  the  debate,  how  happy  would  it  have  been,  if  the 
queftion  had  been  ftated  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Firft  and 
Second,  and  the  fame  doflriries  had  obtained.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  condufl:  of  the  Judges,  of  thofe  days  would  have 
been  at  all  more  arbitrary  than  it  had  been.  He  denied  that 
libellers  would  be  more  eafily  brought  to  juftice  if  the  prefent 
bill  pafled,  than  if  it  did  not ;  and  he  mentioned  the  cafe  of 
M.  le  Fordet,  a  well  known  libeller  in  Paris,  who  had  been 
apprehended  and  brought  before  Monfieur  d'Argenfon,  (the 
Minifter  of  France  at  the  time)  who  reproached  him  with  his 
condu£l  and  pradlices  in  very  fevere  terms.  Being  afkcd  what, 
he  had  to  fay  for  himfelf?  Le  Fordet  replied,  **  that  he  could 
^*  not  ftarve,  but  that  he  muft  live,"  (Ilfaut  que  je  invej,  to 
which  Monfieur  d'  Argenfon,  with  more  than  warrantable 
harfhnefs,  replied,  *^  I  do  not  know  that  that  i^  neceflary, 
*'  Sir/*  His  Lordftiip  cgmplained  of  the  obfcure  wording  of 
the  bil],  which  he  faid,  was  a  little  extraordinary,  conGdering 
the  luminous  quarter  from  which  it  was  fuppofed  to  come.— 
He  ftated  his  obje(Sions  to  the  preamble,  and  declared,  that  he 
was  tiot  able  to  make  fenfe  of  it  by  any  conftru£lion  he  could 
give  it*  After  explaining  himfelf  on  that  head  fufSciently^  his 
LordOiip  faid  J  the  notice  that  had  been  taken  of  the  paper  that 
had  been  put  on  their  table  by  a  noble  and  learned  relation  of 
his,  afforded  a  pleafing  eir  neft  of  his  future  fame*  He  alreac|| 
enjoyed. 
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*<  — .-.  Xhat  which  fliould  accompany  old  age, 
**  As  honour,  love,  obedience,  troops  of  friends. 

His  Lordfhip  here  paid  his  uncl6,  Lord  Mansfield,  a  moft  ele-^ 
gant  and  naerited  compliment ;  obferving  at  the  fame  time, 
that  he  had  always  defircd  the  Court  might  be  moved  if  he  had 
ever  mifdire£ied  a  jury  in  a  libel  caufe;  but  that  ^s  the  Court 
had  never  been  moved  on  fuch  a  ground,  he  had  a  right  to  in- 
fill upon  it,  that  he  had  not, 

^ht  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  rofe,  and  was  beginning 
with  declaring,  that  he  (hould  hold  it  to  b^  an  av5l  of  impiety, 
were  he  on  that  occafion  to  abandon  thofe  principles  which 
he  had  ever  been  taught  to  hold  facred,  and  at  the  fame  time 
an  adl  of  the  deepeft  ingratitude  to  thofe  from  whom  he  had 
imbibed  them 

When  the  Houfe  was  thrown  into  confufion  by  Lord  Stor- 
mont  falling  into  a  fainting  fit,  from  which  his  Lordlhip  foon 
Recovered,  but  the  accident  had  fo  much  deranged  their  Lord- 
(hips'  feelings  in  general,  that  Lord  Grenville  thought  it  prUi- 
dent  to  move,    that  the  debate  be  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Monday,  21/i  May. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  began  with  fome  very 
handfome  compliments  to  Earl  Camden,  who,  he  faid,  was 
the  oldeft  friend  he  had  in  the  Houfe,  and  who,  greatly  to  his 
own  honour,  had  clofed  a  profeffidnal  life  of  more  than  thirty 
years  continuance  with  an  adherence  to  the  fame  principles  with 
which  hcoriginally  fet  out.  His  noble  friend  had  delivered  his 
-fentiments  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  prefent  bill,  with  a  force  of 
truth,  a  brilliancy  and  a  clearnefs  of  eloquence  rarely  difplayed 
by  the  mod  able  manliving,  at  any  one  period  of  iiis  exiitencc, 
and  feemed  now  likely  to  have  the  good  fortune  of  having  his 
principles  engraven  on  the  conftitution,  engraven  on  the  laws 
of  his  country.  The  bill,  he  declared,  was  a  bill  tp  which  he 
cpuld  not  but  cordially  wiih  the  fuUeft  fuccefs,  becaufe  it  pro- 
ceeded on  grounds  that,  from  his  earlieft  acquaintance  with 
the  fifbjedl^  he  had  becQ  in  the  uniform  h^bit  of  regarding  as 
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the  only  rational  grounds  that  the  law  ought  to  ftand  upon,  in 
refpe(^  to  trial  on  queftions  arifiifig  in  cafes  of  libel. 

His  Lordlhip  faid,  when  the  qiie(lion  had  been  agitated  be-^ 
fore,  it  had  been  agitated  with  great  violence ;  whereas  it  had> 
on  the  prefent  occafion,  been  difcufled  folemnlyi  and  with  fuf- 
iicient  dignity.  His  noble  friend^  as  he  had  before  dated,  main- 
tained the  bill  at  large,  and  in  almoft  every  point  of  view,  with 
unanfwerable  arguments,  and  had  (hewn  that  the  doftrine  fet 
up  in  oppofition  to  it  was  a  modern  do^rine  ;  and  the  noble 
Vifcount  who  had  oppofed  the  bill,  had  managed  his  obje6lions 
to  it  with  fo  miich  moderation,  and  condufted  what  he  had  to 
fay  againft  it  fo  fairly  and  impartially,  that  after  what  had  beeii 
already  faid  on  both  fides  the  queftion,  it  was  extremely  diffi- 
cult indeed  for  hini  to  ftate  any  thing  new  upon  the  fubjedl,  of 
any  thing  worthy  their  Lordlhips'  attention. 

Where  Judges  had  aSed  openly  and  honeftly,  they  had  found 
juries  willing  to  liften  to  their  obfervations  in  matters  of  faft, 
and  cordially  ready  to  receive  their  direSion  in  matters  of  law. 
He  ftated  the  direSion  of  the  Chief  Baron  (Eyre)  on  the  trial 
of  Captain  Gordon  for  murder  in  a  duel ;  and  faid,  the  Chief 
B^ron  had  there  given  his  opinion  on  the  law  and  the  faft  to 
the  jury,  and  told  them  it  was  their  duty  to  found  a  verdict  oa 
both  the  one  and  the  other,  as  to  iheir  confcientious  opinion 
feould  appear  to  be  right.  Such  a  direftion  was  perfeftly  fair, 
and  could  afford  no  ground  for  cavil. 

His  Lordftiip  obferved  on  the  fixth  anfwer  of  the  Judges  to 
the  queftions  put  to  them  by  that  Houfc,  and  faid  it  was  a  cldar 
reply,  and  a  reply  to  which  no  objeftion  could  be  raifed ;  and 
if  he  were  to  look  at  the  conduft  of  the  Judges  in  that  Houf© 
only,  and  when  called  upon  to  afllft  their  Lordfhips,  he  (hould 
be  perfeftly  eafy  on  the  fubjeft,  and  fliould  think  the  bill 
wholly  unneceflary ;  but  unfortunately  they  were  to  be  regarded 
when  moving  in  another  fphere,  and  it  was  Curious  to  fee 
what  the  language  of  thefe  very  Judges  waS  when  fitting  ia 
their  own  Courts,  afting  with  more  authority,  with  no  eye  to 
obferve,  no  power  to  control  their  decifions.  With  their 
Lordfliips,  the  Judges  profefled  all  humility,  fairnefs,  and  the 
moft  unqualified  inclination  to  aft  for  the  advantage  of  defend- 
ants, and  with  the  utmoft  latitude  of  condefcenfion  to' juries. 

3Ka 
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He  could  not  but  remind  the  Houfe,  that  it  had  that  day 
been  engaged  in  inveftigating  a  great,  a  grave,  and  an  import- 
ant fubjeft  ;  ind  he  would  venture  to  fay,  that  there  was  not 
a  Captain  of  a  Have  (hip  that  fhould  come  to  their  bar,  who 
would  not  willingly  profefs  all  poflible  moderation  and  meek- 
nefs,  and  hold  himfelf  out  as  the  mod  humane  and  companion- 
ate creature  upon  earth.  He  trnfted  no  one  of  the  Judges 
would  imagine  that  he  meant- to  compare  them  with  the  Cap- 
tarns  of  the  African  flave  (hips,  or  put  them  on  a  par  with 
them  for  a  fingle  moment.  He  had  no  fiich  intention >  He 
realljf  entertained  a  very  fincere  refpeft  for  the  Judges ;  he 
had  always  done  fo,  and  he  had  manifefted  it  oft  every  occafion 
that  fell  within  his  power.  He  meant  merely  to  (hew  the  dif- 
ference that  time  and  place  made  with  all  men,  and  to  con- 
vince the  Houfe  how  different  the  conduft  and  language  of  the 
Judges  were  when  addreflfed  to  their  Lordfhips,  and  when  they 
fpoke  from  their  own  tribunals ;  and  he  would  trouble  the 
Houfe  only  with  two  inftances  in  proof  of  this  part  of  his  ar- 
gument. 

The  one  was  the  trial  of  the  Dean  of  St.  Afaph,  on  the  15th 
of  November  1 784,  before  Mr.  Juflice  Buller,  at  Shrewfbury  ^ 
the  other,  what  pafled  on  the  motion  for  an  arreft  of  judgement 
in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  on  the  fubjeS  of  that  trial. — ^ 
Upon  the  firft^,  when  the  Judge  was  appealed  to  by  counfel 
for  the  defendant,  to  know  whether  the  publication  was  a  libel 
or  not  ?  Mr.  Juftice  Buller  had  faid,  *'  that  as  a  fingle  Judge, 
•'  fittii^  at  Niji  Priusy  it  was  not  for  hrm  to  (tate  the  law, 
*'  the  whole  matter  was  on  the  record  ;  and  God  forbid,  by  an 
**  affumption  of  the  province  of  the  Court  on  hi«  part,  that 
^*  the  fubjeft  (liould  be  deprived  of  his  dearelt  birth-rights,  the 
**  right  of  appeal  for  arreft  of  judgement,  or  of  appeal  on  a 
*'  writ  of  error,  to  a  ftill  higher  court!"  The  Marquis,  in 
terms  of  the  moft  pointed  irony,  ridiculed  the  declaration  that 
a  right  of  appeal  in  arreft  of  judgement,  and  of  moving  for  a 
writ  of  error,  was  one  of  the  dearefl  birth-rights  of  Engli(h- 
men,  aflcrting  that  it  was  neither  more  nor  lefsthan  the  being 
turned  over  from  one  fet  of  Lawyers  to  another,  and  from  that 
other  to  a  third.  In  faft,  it  was  to  be  turned  over  from  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  caufe,  to  himfelf  and  three  others,  in  a 
fecond  place  \  and  from  them  to  themfclves  agiain,  mixed  with 
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a  few  more  Judges,  in  a  third  place !  How  infinitely  prefer- 
able, he  obferved,  was  a  verdift  of  acquittal  in  the  prefent  in- 
ftance  ;  and  how  abfurd  was  it  to  hold  forth  this  tedious  cir- 
cuitous road  of  arriving  at  jufticc,  in  the  cafe  of  an  innocent 
man,  as  the  deareft  birth-right  of  an  Englilhman! 

His  Lordfhip  proceeded  to  his  fecond  inftance,  viz.  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Judges  on  the  application  in  arreft  of  judge- 
ment. He  read  an  extraft  from  Mr.  J u (lice  Afhurft's  fpeech 
on  that  occafion  ;  that  Judge  declared,  he  thought  all  the  points 
in  the  cafe  reducible  to  twow  With  regard  to  the  juries  power 
to  take  law  into  their  own  hands,  as  well  as  matter  of  faft,  he 
utterly  denied  it.  They  had  the  power,  he  acknowledged^ 
but  not  the  rjght ;  and  he  illuftrated  the  cafe,  by  dating,  that 
if  a  man  held  a  piftol  to  another's  head,  he  had  the  power  to 
take  away  his  life,  but  would  any  man  fay  he  had  a  right  to  do 
it  ?  Juft  fo  the  jury  were  circumftanced,  who  had  the  power  to 
give  a  decifion  on  the  queftion  of  law,  but  not  the  right. 

His  Lordfliip  commented  very  freely  on  their  mode  of  telling 
a  juryman  that  he  was  like  a  highwayman,  and  faid,  it  was 
one  among  a  great  variety  of  proofs,  how  different  the  opinion 

* 

of  the  Judges  was,  when  dated  to  their  Lordihips,  and  when 
given  in  their  judicial  capacity.  Having  amply  difcufled  the 
two  precedents,  the  Marquis  took  notice  of  the  fong  written 
by  Mr.  Pulteney,  (the  late  Lord  Bath)  on  the  occafion  of  the 
acquittal  of  Franklin  the  printer,  many  years  fince,  which  he 
faid  had  been  quoted  by  a  Judge  in  his  Court  (Lord  Mansfield) 
in  a  different  fenfe  from  that  in  which  it  had  been  written  arid 
underftood,  and  relied  on  as  a  grave  argument  in  proof  of  the 
generally-received  opinion  of  the  doftrine  of  libels.  His  Lord- 
Ihip  faid,  he  muft  have  a  pretty  tolerable  degree  of  confidence 
in  his  auditors,  and  well  knew  the  temper  of  thofe  around  him, 
before  he  could  have  ventured  to  do  fo  extraordinary  a  thing  ; 
but  the  noble  Vifcount  near  him  (Lord  Stormont)  had  again 
quoted  it  the  other  evening  for  the  fame  purpofe,  and  had  de- 
clared that  he  had  taken  pains  to  quote  it  from  the  original  edi- 
tion. 

In  the  prefent  rage  for  fplendid  editions  of  every  man's  works;, 
he  imagined,  his  Lord(hip  faid,  that  they  fliould  fee  one  adver- 
tifed  of  Lord  Bath's  works,  when  poflibly  the  commentator 
would  be  puzzled  which  to  commend  moft,  the  wit  and  hu- 


L. 


438  PARLIAMENTARY  A*  X79IS. 

mour  with  which  the  fong  had  originally  been  written,  or  the 
wit  and  humour  with  which  it  had  been  related  by  the  noble 
Vifcount ;  and  he  declared  he  (hould  be  glad  to  fee  what  prints 
Mr.  Alderman  Boydell  would  give  to  this  new  publication. 

They  who  called  themfelves  the  friends  of  liberty,  while  they 
found  themfelves  bufily  employed  in  forging  chains,  as  they 
imagined,  for  prerogative,  were  ingenioufly  forging  chains  for 
themfelves.  Thus  the  aft  which  declared  the  Judges  indepen- 
dent apparently  of  the  Crown,  in  fad  would  be  found  to  ren- 
der them  independent  of  the  peopl^,  and  folcly  dependent  on 
the  King  and  the  fervants  of  the  Crown.  In  elucidation 
of  this,  he  ftated,  that  Judges  were  but  men,  and  confequently 
fubjeft  to  mortal  paflions  as  other  men  were.  All  men.  were 
governed  by  the  paflions  of  fear  and  hope ;  take  away  the  for- 
mer, and  then  only  hope  would  remain  ;  and  how  could  that 
hope  be  gratified,  but  by  the  favour  of  the  Crown  ? 

Before  the  revolution.  Judges  flood  on  one  ground,  butfincc 
the  revolution,  on  a  different  one.  Before  the  revolution. 
Judges  took  no  part  in  politics,  or  the  debates  of  that  Houfe  ; 
now,  they  were  of  great  weight  in  every  difcuffion,  and  occu- 
pied fo  much  of  the  time  of  the  Houfe  in  every  argument,  tliat 
the  Lords  could  fcarcely  get  an  opportunity  of  fpeaking.  For 
what  they  knew,  they  might  have  a  Chief  Juftice  at  the  head 
of  a  party  in  that  Houfe,  going  down  reeking  with  party  rage 
to  his  Court,  to  prefide  on  a  trial  for  a  libel  publifhed  againft 
hjmfelf,  written  by  fome  political  adverfary.  Could  fuch  a 
man  avoid  being  partial  and  free  from  bias  ?  It  was^not  in  hu- 
man nature.  But  he  did  not  grudge  the  highefl  honours  of  that 
Houfe  to  men  who  had  rifen  from  low  ftations  by  the  conti- 
nued exer<::ife  of  legal  abilities.  It  was  right  that  thofe  fitu- 
ations  fliould  be  open  to  them,  and  he  was  glad  to  fee  them 
among  their  Lordlhips. 

Before  the  revolution,  there  had  been  a  pretender  to  the 
throne,  and  a  different  family  laying  claim  to  it,  and  all  that 
time  the  King  was  the  greateft  republican  in  his  kingdom. 
That  family  had  died  away  and  become  extindl,  and  we  could 
only  expeft  to  fee  the  charadlers  of  Kings  come  out,  when 
they  had  no  rival  tp  dread.  As  far  therefore  as  depended  on 
Judges,  all  the  mifchiefs-that  had  fprung  from  corruptnefs  of 
the  Judges  might  occur  aPain  ;  we  had  feen  a  Jefferies,  and  we 
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might  fee  another,  unlefs  the  wife  precaution  ncceflary  to 
guard  againft  their  occurring,  was  taken  in  time  by  the  Lc- 
giflature. 

He  defired  to  know  what  the  cafe  was  on  a  general  iffue, 
where  juries  could  be  ftated  as  incompetent  to  give  a  general 
verdiS  compofed  of  the  law  and  faft  blended  together,  as  muft 
inevitably  be  the  cafe  in  all  general  v^rdifts.  He  called  upon 
the  Judges,  not  to  (late  him  a  precedent  of  fuch  a  cafe,  becaufe 
he  was  pretty  fure  no  fuch  precedent  was  to  be  found ;  but  let 
them  frame  fuch  a  cafe,  and  fee  whethef  it  would  bear  an  ar- 
gument. He  declared,  for  his  own  part,  he  could  not  frame 
any  cafe  to  his  mind,  in  which  juries  did  not  appear  as  fully 
competent  to  decide  confcientioufly  upon  the  law  and  the  faft 
blended,  as  the  twelve  Judges,  and  much  more  than  any  four 
of  them.  He  did  not  blame  Lawyers  for  making  a  (land 
againft  the  prefent  bill :  it  was  well  worth  a  ftruggle  on  the 
part  of  the  profeflion.  It  was  a  proud,  ambitious  profeflion, 
defirous  of  obtaining  power  over  all ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  King's  Bench  could  overthrow  it,  as  his  Lord- 
Ihip  had  ftudied  politics  as  well  as  law,  he  would  be  Lord  Pa- 
ramount of  England,  The  proudeft  of  their  Lordfliips  muft 
bend  fubmiflive  to  his  nod. 

Before  they  decided  againft  the  bill,  however,  which  he  flat- 
tered himfelf  would  not  be  the  cafe,  let  them  look  at  what  had 
happened  in  Rome,  as  ftated  in  the  luminous  pages  of  the  ableft 
hiftorian  that  ever  graced  his  country  * ,  and  they  would  fee 
that  the  very  fame  conduft  purfued  by  thofe  who  meant  to 
abufe  power,  when  they  could  completely  grafp  it,  was  what 
the  Judges  had  at  all  times  purfued.  At  one  time,  they  ap- 
peared to  be  eager  to  obtain  it ;  then  they  let  it  go  ;  then  they 
afFedled  to  be  alarmed  for  fear  thofe  to  be  tried  fliould  be  in- 
jured; and  had  adled  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  King's  Bench  had  done  when  he  ftated  himfelf  to  be,  in 
the  former  debate,  fo  tender  to  the  fubjecft,  that  he  only  wiftied 
for  the  power,  in  order  to  proteft  the  fubjeft  in  cafes  of  trial 
for  libel,  from  being  haftily  delivered  over  tojudgement  by  the 
ignorance  of  juries.  Thus  they  were  one  day  all  tyranny,  the 
next  all  humility ; .  but  their  defign  all  along  cpncealed  th«  fame 
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fiing,  the  fame  arrow  lurking  at  bottom  ;  and  no  doubt  when 
firmiy  eftablifhed,  the  fame  would  happen  as  at  Rome,  for 
they  all  knew  that  Rome  never  faw  a  day's  liberty  afterwards, 
and  what  was  worfe,  not  a  fingle  family  knew  an  hour's  peace. 

What  might  not  happen,  he  alked,  if  the  Legiflature  did 
not  prevent  it  ?  If  God  Almighty,  in  his  mercy,  were  to  fend 
among  us  another  Locke,  or  another  Montefquieu,  he  doubted 
not  but  they  would  be  deemed  libellers.  Let  noble  Lords  con- 
fider  what  had, happened.  He  remembered,  when  in  office, 
having  found  in  the  Secretary  of  State's  office,  a  note  that  a 
paper  was  to  be  profecuted  for  havijig  faid  that  the  King  had 
got  a  cold.  And  though  were  fuch  a  profecution  iuftituted 
now,  a  jury,  he  was  well  aware,  ^would  laugh  at  it ;  yet  it  was 
not  altogether  fo  unreafonable  at  the  time,  for  the  Pretender 
xvas  in  the  country,  and  in  force ;  it  was  highly  necefTary  to 
take  care  that  not  even  the  flighteft  difrefpeS  (hould  be  Ihewn 
13  His  Majefty.  But  the  law  itfelf  v/as  daily  fluftuating,  and 
the  Judges  were  changing  their  opinions,  and  he  did  not  blame 
them  for  it.  The  law  and  its  praditioners  muft^bend  to  the 
temper  of  the  times.  As  a  proof  of  it,  he  faid,  he  would  ftate 
a  cafe,  and  he  was  not  afraid  of  going  out  of  his  depth  ip  citing 
it  ;  it  was'a  cafe  concerning  covenants,  and  how  far  the  vio- 
lation of  covenants  did  or  did  not  operate  in  the  voidance  of 
leafes. 

[Lord  Kenyon  happened  to  whlfper  Lord  Loughborough  in 
this  part  of  Lord  Lanfdowne's  fpeech,  at  which  the  latter  took 
a  momentary  offence,  and  defired  not  to  be  interrupted,  but  to 
be  anfwered  afterwards.] 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  the  Marquis  faid,  was  fo  cap- 
tious, that  he  thought  he  was  attacking  him,  whereas  he  was 
attacking  no  one.  Judges  muft  follow  opinion  ;  he  had  faid 
fo,  and  he  thought  fo  ferioufly.  His  Lordfhip  then  went  Into 
fome  general  obfervations  on  the  bill,  which  he  commended 
highly  for  its  principle,  but  took  notice  of  the  noble  Vif<;ount'5 
having.complained  that  it  was  obfcurely  worded.  If  that  were 
the  faft,  let  it  go  to  a  Committee,  and  in  God's  name  make 
it  clear.  But  he  hoped  the  bill  was  to  be  a  fingle  meafure.  If 
there.was  any  intention  of  paffing  a  code  of  libel  laws,  he  de- 
fired  that  fuch  a  code  might  (land  by  itfelf,  and  not  involve  tha 
prefent  bill.     He  declared  he  was  perfuaded  that  juftice  on  trials 


A;  1792;  b  E  BATES.  44i 

of  libel  would  be  more  fubftantially  done,  if  the  law  and  the 
fa6l,    in  cafes  where  a  general  verdift  was  to  be  given,  werd 

,  left  to  juries.  Let  their  Lordfliips  look  back  to  the  Romarl 
hiftory,  and  they  would  fee,  that  when  the  people  of  Rome 
had  the  power  to  choofe  Plebeian  Magiftratefi,  they  almoft  al- 
ways chofe  patricians. 

His  Lordlhip  faid,  in  a  large  manufaftory  belonging  to  a  near 
relation  of  his,  that  relation  had  introduced  the  trial  by  jury 
among  his  workmen  ;  and  he  had  aflured  hini  that  the  only  ill 
cffeft  was,  that  the  juries  were  rather  too  fevere  in  their  deci- 
fions.  A  Captain  of  a  man  of  war,  Hkewife,  a  mod  refpeftable 
charaSer,  though  he  had  not  the  honour  to  be  acquainted  with 
him,  had  done  the  fame  on  board  his  fhip,  and  there  the  efFeft 
was  dated  to  be  the  fame.  The  juries  werp  rather  too  fevere. 
It  was  clear,  therefore,  no  danger  was  to  be  dreaded  from  it ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  perfuaded  conviSion  would  be  more 
fecure,  where  the  intention,  which  muft,  as  the  noble  Earl 
who  opened  the  debate  had  ftated,  be  proved,  and  go  alorig  with 
thefaftsto  the  jury,  was  eflablifhed;  and  the  Judge  would 
have  fifty  times  the  thanks  where  he  faid  to  a  jury,  *^  There, 
*'  gentlemen,  it  refts  on  your  hands  to  do  juftice  to  your 
**  country." 

,  He  regarded  the  prefent  times,  not  as  times  of  the  alarm  that 
they  were  generally  deemed  ;  and  declared  he  had  been  fi^r- 
prifed  at  hearing  fo  much  faid  of  a  little  paltry  book,  a  pafn-  . 
phlet  by  Mr.  Paine,  which  he  had  read  juft  with  as  much  feel- 
ing as  he  had  read  fome  miferable  abufe  of  the  fame  nature, 
and  from  the  fame  pen,  upon  himfelf  at  the  time  of  the  nego* 
ciation  with  the  Americans,  which,  if  he  had  been  at  all  irrit- 
able,  and  had  not  treated  it  with  the  mod  fovereign  contempt, 
might  have  had  fome  ill  efFedl  on  the  negociations,  and  brojke 
off  the  treaty,  and  kept  the  peace  at  a  diftance.  If  the  late 
pamphlet  of  Mr.  Paine  had  been  treated  with  the  fame  negledl 

.  and  indifference,  he  was  fatisfied  that  it  would  have  funk  into 
utter  contempt  by  this  time.  He  fouiid  Mr.  Paine  had  lately 
republiflied  his  attack  upon  him,  imagining,  he  fuppofed,  that 
every  thing  from  his  pen  muft  be  of  importance,  however  re- 
plete with  mifreprefentation  and  fcurrility.  But  if  Mr.  Paine 
and  his  works  were  treated  with  proper  contempt  by  reafonable 

men,  they  would  die  negleded  and  defpif^d ;  and  it  would  not 
Vol.  XXXIII.  3  L 
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he  in  the  power  of  Mr.  Paine,  and  thofc  who  promoted  h» 
publications,  by  their  anfwers,  in  which  one  main  objeft  wag 
to  tell  the  reader  what  great  meir  they  were  themfelves,  to  do 
any  bj^m.  The  country  had  too  much  good  fenfe  to  be  trou-^ 
bled  by  fuch  traftv. 

There  were  three  diftinft  claflTes  of  people  in  this  country* 
One,  and  that  a  very  fmall  one  indeed,  who  wiflied  to  attack , 
the  conftitution  itfelf,  and  introduce  anarchy  and  confufion  ;, 
smother^  made  up  of  thofe  time-ferving  beings,  who  followed 
every  adminiftration>  and  were  for  patching  up  every  defedl  by 
corruption,  and  plaftering  it  over  with  venality ;  and  a  thirdii 
qf  which  he  profefled  himfelf  to  be  one,  confiding  of  moderate 
xnen^  who  were  ready  to  adopt  meafures  of  temperate  reform^ 
in  order  gradually  and  gently  to  correft  whatever  was  defeftive* 
This  latter  clafs  he  hoped  was  by  far  the  mod  numerous  of  thft 
three ;  and  if  men  of  the  moderate  clafs  were  attended  to,  he 
was  convinced  this  country  would  be  (]^uiet,  mod  efpecially  if 
matters  were  left  to  juries. 

On  fbveral  lite  occafions>  the  country  had  fliewn,  even  to  a 
degree  of  prejudice  that  vy^as  adonifliing,  their  loyalty  to  th$ 
King,  and  their  aflfedion  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  Within  the 
lad  ten  years  it  was  impoffible  for  any  people  to  have  fhewn 
more  loyalty  to  the  reigning  monarch,  who  owed  them  every 
thing  for  their  love  and  edeem  of  his  p^rfon  and  family  ;  and 
fuch  was  thpir  reverence  for  that  H9ufc>  that  the  fird  thing 
that  (book  the  credit  of  the  French  revolution  in  the  opinion 
9f  this  country,  was  the  abolition  of  titles.  He  here  took  ocr 
cafiop  t(5  (hew  the  nece(fity  of  their  continuance  in  this  country> 
aivd  fpoke  o^  that  Houfe  as  the  lead  exceptionable  and  pured 
aridocracy  in  exidence ;  fince  their  honours,  titles,  and  pri- 
vileges, •  could  Qx\ly  defcend  to  the  elded  fon,  who.  alone  had  a 
jcightof  fitting.ajad  voting  in  that  Houfe;  a  degree  of  demo- 
cracy wa§  neceflarily  infufed  in  every  noble  family  throughout 
the  kingdom,  and  the  general  intered  united  and  drengthened* 

He  concluded  with  recommending  it  to  the  Houfe,  to  pre- 
ferve  by  all  means  the  prefent  good  difpofitions  of  the  peoplo 
hy  acknowledging.and  adinitting  their  mod  invaluably,  right  ta 
the  pofleflSon  of  all. the  benefits  of  a  trial  by  jury,  and  by  aa 
open  and  unreferved  confidenqe  in  fuch  an,hqa^f^9f>lQ  f^  tbt 
people  of  this,  country  uadoubt^^ly.  were« 
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Lord  KENYON  rofe  to  apologize  to  the  noble  Marquis,  for 
having  accidentally  interrupted  him,  which  he  hoped  was  not 
aay  way  unpardonable,  as  he  had  intended  no  offence  what- 
ever. Not  immediately  recolleQing  the  caufe  to  which  th« 
noble  Marquis  alluded,  when  he  had  faid,  the  Judges  had  re<r 
cently  changed  their  opinions,  he  had  merely  afked  the  nobl* 
and  learned  Lord  near  him  if  he  could  recoUedl  it,  for  he  pro- 
feffed  not  to  do  fo  himfelf. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  faid,  he  was  not  a  little 
proud  to  be  able  to  inftruft  the  noble  Lord  on  a  point  of  law. 
That  the  cafe  to  which  he  alluded,  was  the  cafe  of  a  tenant  in 
Norfolk,  who  had  taken  a  leafe  of  an  e.ftate,  on  9  part  of  which 
there  was  a  piece  of  furze  ;  and  he  had  entered  into  a  fpecial 
covenant,  that  if  he  ploughed  up  that  furze,  he  was  to  pay  an 
additional  five  pounds  per  acre  rent.  He  did  plough  it  up,  and 
the  noble  Earl  who  was  then  fitting  below  ftairs,  coijfidering 
that  the  ploughing  up  the  fur^e  had  done  more  good  than 
harm  to  Jthe  eftate,  bad  decreed  that  it  ought  nojt  to  void  the 
leafe,  although  it  had  been  fo  previoufly  covenanted.  It  came 
up  into  that  HotUe  by  appeal,  and  Lord  Mansfield  then  fitting 
there  had  reverfed  the  decree,  which  he  recollc£led  had  made 
Lord  Camden  very  angry  at  the  moment.  He  concluded  with 
remarking  how  miferably  the  adminiftration  of  the  law  was 
condufled,  when  fo  infignificant  a  perfon  as  he  was,  couI4 
give  his  opinion  on  a  point  of  law,  arid  inftrtift  the  noble  an<) 
learned  Lor4* 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  began  with  profefiing  his  in. 
tention  carefully  to  avoid  any  thing  like  an  attack  on  the  Judges 
perfonally;  declaring,  that  his  duty  as  a  member  of  that  Houfe, 
and  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  required  no  fuch  attack,  although 
he  had  a  right,  and  it  was  incumbent  on  him,  to  difcul^  the  doc-^ 
trine$  maintained  by  the  Judges,   both  in  their  ^nfwers  to  ^he 
quefiions  ftated  to  them  by  the  Houfe,  as  well  as  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lords  who  had  delivered  their  fenti- 
ments  on  the  bill  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate. 
^    He  declared  his  convidion  that  the  bill  ought  to  pafs,  and 
tha^  he  could  colled):  enough  from  the  anfwers  of  the  Judges  ^9. 
warrant  him  in  declaring,    that  what  they  Itated  Was?  fufficient 
to  fliew  their  Lordihips  that  th^  bill  was  abfalutcly  neceflfayy 
and  higMy  proper.    His  wifh  was  to  eibibhfh  uniformity  in 
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the  criminal  Jaw  of  England  ;  but  in  treating  the  fubjeS,  he 
would  not  fay  any  thing  that  might  hurt  a  noble  relation  of  the 
noble  Lord  near  him  (Lord  Stormont),  who  belonged  to  apro- 
feffion  for  which  he  was  himfelf  early  intended,  and  of  which 
he  could  not  fpeak  too  highly.  He  did  not  wifli  to  aim  at  thofc 

.  landmarks  of  the  law  and  the  conftitution,  of  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  who  fo  worthily  prefided  over  the  King's  Bench^ 
had  faid  fo  much  on  a  former  day. 

Having  made  this  declaration,  he  proceeded  to  conyafs  the 
anfwers  of  the  Judges.  In  their  anfwer  to  the  third  queftion 
he  found  a  more  alarming  doftrine  than  he  had  ever  heard : 
what  he  was  to  colle£l  from  that  anfwer,  was,  that  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Judges,  the  intention  formed  no  part  of  the  crime. 
He  contended,  that  the  intention  was  not  matter  of  law,  but 
matter  of  faft,  and  fit  only  for  the  jury  to  decide  on  by  their 
oaths,  being  fworn  to  decide  on  evidence,  as  the  Judge  was 
fworn  to  decide  on  law.  With  regard  to  that  part  of  the  an- 
fwer of  the  Judges,  /  in  which  they  talked  of  fcattering  fire- 
brands, arrows,  and  death,  and  faid,  no  man  fhould  fay, 
**  Am  I  not  in  fport  ?'*  every  day's  experience  proved  that  in 
cafes  of  murder,  where  the  defendants  were  :diot5,  lunatics, 
or  infants,  they  were  allowed  to  fcatter  fuch  arrows  with  im- 
punity, upon  its. being  proved  that  they  had  no  criminal  intenr 
tion  ;  and  therefore  as  it  was  the  law  of  England  that  in  cafes 
of  murder,  and  in  every  other  cafe,  intention  forms  a  part  of 
the  crimejj'  why  Oiould  it  not  in  libellous  cafes?  He  quoted 
the  trial  of  the  King  againft  Home,  and  the  King  againft  Top- 
ham,  where  Lord  Kenyon  had  left  the  intention  to  the  deci-? 
Jon  of  the  jury. 

He  muft  contend  for  the  deftru£lion  of  that  anomaly  of  the 
iavv,  which  exifted  in  no  other  cafe,  namely,  the  cuftom  on 
trials  of  libels  of  calling  on  a  jury  for  a  verdidl  from  premifes, 
which  premifes  had  not  been  fuffered  to  come  before  them. — > 
He  took  notice  of  what  had  been  faid  by  Lord  Stormont,  rela- 
tive to  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  dated  the  famous  cafe  of  a  per- 
fon  tried  for  the  murder  of  a  Peer,  by  taking  up  a  ftone  and 
growing  it  at  him,  which  hjtthe  noble  Lord  in  the  neck,  and 

'  occafioned  his  death,  as  a  clear  proof  th^t  a  Scotch  jury  judged 
both  the  law  and  the  fail ;  fmce  after  the  Judge  had  in  the  ftrft 
inftande  told  the  jury,  that  in  law,  the  libel  was  relevant,  and 


I  • 


A-  1792.  D  E  B  A  T  fe  S.  445 

the  crime  imputed  to  the  pannel  was  murder,    the  jury  ac- 
quitted the  prifoner,  and  pronounced  a  general  verdifl:  of  not 

guiJfy-  .      '       .         .        , 

He  analyfed  the  conftituent  heads  of  an  information  for  a  li- 
bel, which  he  ftated  to  be  four ;  the  two  firft,  the  writing  and 
publifhing  he  believed  were  always  confidered  as  matters  t)f 
i^&..  The  two  others,  viz.  the  tendency  of  the  writing  charg- 
ed a  libel,  and  the  intention,  he  faid,  were  deemed  matters  of 
latv;  but  he  affirmed,  that  thetwo  latter  were  aseflfential  for 
the  confideration  of  the  jury,  as  the  two  former;  and  that  as 
the  pradlice  at  prefent  obtained,  any  man  might  be  brought 
ilito  Court  and  cohvi(fted  of  having  publiflied,  where  the  fub- 
je<5l  matter  had  no  criminality  whatever.  He  declared,  he 
wifticd  the  Judge  to  have'  the  fame  latitude  in  cafes  of  other 
crimes,  that  he  had  in  cafes  of  libel,  but  no  more;  and  he  ob- 
served, that  the  beft  poffible  Government  might  afford  means 
for  its  deftruftion,  if  not  conilantly  watched  and  guarded.  He 
believed  it,  and  therefore  he  w^s  not  a  little  anxious  that  the 
liberty  of  thp  prefs  fhould  exift  free  and  unfettered.  He  was, 
Ije  faid,  as  much  a  friend  to  its  perfedl  freedom,  as  he  was  hof- 
tile  to  its  licentioufnefs,  and  abufe. 

The  liberty  of  the  prefs  was  the  beft  guard  againft  corrup- 
tion, and  therefore  it  was  eflential  to  the  prefervation  of  the 
conftitution  that  it  IJiould  exift.  At  prefent,  the  Judges  were 
men  of  great  wifdom,  integrity,  and  refpcft,  men  highly  de- 
ferving  the  confidence  and  efteem  of  the  Public ;  but  the  time 
might  come,  when  they  might  be  of  another  defcription,  when, 
if  the  conftruftion  of  all  matters  of  law  were  left  to  them,  the 
liberties  of  the  people  would  be  in  dangerous  cuftody,  and  might 
be  ultimately  deftroyed. 

He  paid  Mr.  Fox  very  high  compliments  as  author  of  the 
bill,  and  as  a  man  who,  fo  far  from  being  influenced  by  any 
perfonal  motives,  never  harboured  malice  in  his  breaft  againft 
any  individual.  His  Lordftiip  contended,  that  thofe  Judges 
who  maintained  and  aSed  upon  the  dodlrine  that  ad  quajiionem 
juris  refpondent  judicesy  ad  quajlionem  faBi  juratoresj  as  it  was 
contended  for,  aded  unfairly  by  the  fubjedl ;  while  thofe  who 
afted  otherwife,  fell  Hjpto  the  moft  wide  deviations,  and  that 
fuch  inconfiftent  and  contradiftory  proceedings  ought  to /be 
corrcded/ 


: 
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Lord  PORCriESTER  faid,  his  noble  friend  had  fo  amply 
difcuffed  the  whole  fubjedl,  tliat  he  (hould  have  contented  him- 
felf  with  giving  a  filent  vote,  had  he  not  propofcd  two  of  the 
queftions  to  the  Judges,  upon  which,  he  was  forry  to  fay,  he 
had  got  no  anfw^r  whatever.     In  the  anfwers  he  had  been 
difappointed  in  finding  that  the  Judges  had  been  unanimous. 
He  owned  he  had  expected  fome  difference  of  opinion ;  and 
the  unanimity  of  the  Judges  he  regarded  as  an  ill  omen,  be- 
caufe  it  proved  that  the  anfwer  was  qualified  and  (haped  fo  ai 
to  meet  the  different  fcruples  of  the  Judges.    He  proceeded 
to  difcufs  the  anfwer  to  the  firft  of  the  two  queftions  that  he 
had  propofed,    viz.  the  third.     The  firft  paragraph  of  the 
anfwer,  his  Lordfhipjdeclared,    to  be  perfectly  fatisfactory ; 
but  the  next  paragraph,  in  which  the  Judges  add,  "  that  no 
'*  cafe  had  occurred,  in  which  it  would  have  been,  in  found 
"  difcretion,    fit  for  a  Judge,   fitting  at  nijiprius^  to  have 
**  given  fuch  a  direction  or  recommendation  to  a  jury,"  to- 
tally undid  their  declaration  in  the  preceding  paragraph,  and 
left  his  queftion  without  any  anfwer  whatever.  He  then  took 
notice  of  the  anfwer  to  his  other  queftion,  complaining,  that 
in  neither  cafe  had  the  Judges  given  an  explicit  nor  even  an 
intelligible  anfwer.     The  jury,  on  oath,  were  to  give  a  ver- 
dict according  to  their  conviction  ;   and  where  was  the  pro- 
priety of  directing  them,  when  their  own  conviction  was  to 
decide  on  the  whole  cafe  ?     Much  had  been  faid  of  inferences 
of  law  ;    he  fhould  not  at  all  wonder  if  they  were  applied  to 
every   poffible  fubject  by  and  by.     An  arithmetician  might 
be  told,    "  your  table  of  calculation  is  an  inference  of  law 
"  from  figures."    A  mufician,    "  your  tune  is  an  inference 
•*  of  law  from  fimple  founds,"  and  fo  on  to  every  art  and 
fcience  in  exiftence. 

The  conftitution,  his  Lordfhip  contended,  had  left  to  a 
jury  the  decifion  of  the  queftion  of  crime  or  no  crime,  and 
it  >vas  the  right  of  every  Englifliman  to  be  tried  by  a  jury, 
and  acquitted  or  found  guilty  by  them.  No  fubtlety  of  a 
Judge,  therefore,  fhould  be  fuffered  to  do  away  that  right, 
and  fubftitute  in  its  ftead  a  trial  by  the  Judge.  ,  He  thought 
there  was  a  clear  neceflity  of  proving  the  intention  of  the  per- 
fon  charged  with  a  crime,   his  guilt  or  innocence  depending 
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whoUy  upon  it ;  and  believing  as  he  'did,  that  a  jury  was 
competent  to  decide  upon  the  whole  of  the  cafe^  viz.  the 
facts  of  writing  and  publifhingy  and  the  tendency  and  inten- 
tion, he  declared  he  Ihoyld  be  of  opinion,  that  'if  it  were  not 
law  already,  it  might  be  made  fo,  and  ought  to  be  fo  made 
henceforward.  With  regard  to  the  temper  of  the  times,  he 
feared  it,  but  he  thought  they  ought  on  that  very  account  to 
pafs  the  prefent  bill.  He  faid,  he  was  glad  to  fee  fo  many  ot 
the  reverend  prelates  prefent ;  he  relied  on  their  fupport  on 
principles  of  gratitude,  for  the  reverend  bench  never  furely 
could  forget,  how  much  their  anceftors  had  been  indebted  to 
an  Englifli  jury,  when  the  feven  Bifliops  nobly  flood  up  the 
champions  of  liberty.  He  nattered  himfelf,  therefore,  that 
they  would  affift  in  repelling  an  attempt  to  reduce  trial  by  jury 
to  a  mere  form. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  began  with  declaring 
that  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe  was,  whether,  after  all 
that  had  paffed,  it  were  necefTary  that  the  bill  fhould  go  for- 
ward?  It  was  totally  impoflible  to  combat  the  arguments  ot 
the  advocates  for  the  bill,  without  knowing  what  it  was  to 
do ;  if  it  were  to  pafs,  they  ought  to  fhew  how  the  law  ought 
to  ftand.  The  bill  went  to  enect  that  no  defendant  fliould 
be  found  guilty  merely  on  the  proof  of  publication.  That, 
the  Houfe  would  fee,  was  a  mere  negative  propolition.  li 
no  new  advantages  were  to  be  gained  by  it,  if  the  law  were 
to  ftand  in  the  fame  fituation  that  it  then  did,  in  that  cafe  the 
argument  would  come  to  a  very  narrow  compafs.  But  thp 
Judge  was  to  do  fomething  more ;  and  what  more  was  he  to 
do  ?  Why,  the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  for  whofe  talents 
and  whofe  character  altogether  no  man  entertained  a  more 
fcrious  refpect  then  he  did,  who  had  opened  the  debate  very 
ably,  and  in  a  manner  that  did  him  infinite  hcAiour,  and  for 
which  he  returned  him  his  fmcefe  thanks — he  faid,  that  the 
Judge  ought  to  declare  the  law  to  the  jury,  and  that  they 
ihould  decide  both  on  the  queftion  of  law  and  the  queflion  of 

faa. 

His  Lordfhip  declared  he  did  not  know  a  more  dangerous 
principle,  nor  a  principle  more  oppofitc  to  every  thing  he  had 
I«arned  from  the  firfl  moment  of.  l;ds  coming  into  the  profel^ 
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fion  to  the  prcfent  day.  The  great  artd  indifpcnfable  rule  that 
he  had  ever  confidered'as  the  leading  principle  in  all  trials  for 
libel,  had  been  the  well  known  maxim,  ad  quaJHonem  juris  re^ 
Jpondent  judicesy  ad  queftionem  faBl  jurat  ores.  Jlis  Lordfhip 
took  notice  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Judges  in  general  had 
been  treated  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  and  particularly  Chief 
Baron  Eyre,  Mr.  Juftice  BuUer,  and  Mr.  Juftice  Alhurft. — 
He  declared,  he  thought  they  had  been  treated  rather  hardly 
and  unfairly,  becaufe  certain  he  was,  that  they  had  a6led  in 
ftria  conformity  to  thofe  efta:bli(hed  rules  of  law  that  had  go- 
verned the  Courts  in  the  time  of  their  anceftors  in  an  uninter- 
rupted courfe,  as  had  been  before  feen  from  precedents  reported 
by  Lawyers  and  Judges  of  the  mod  profound  learning  and  in- 
difputable  authority,  from  the  days  of  Queen  Elizabeth  to  the 
prefent  hour. 

A  noble  Marquis,  for  whom  he  entertained  a  very  fincerc 
refpeft,  had  fet  out  with  laying  down  fome  pofitions,  that  ap- 
peared tu  him  to  be  fo  juft  and  wife,  that  when  he  heard  them, 
he  flattered  himfelf  that  it  would  have  been  impoflible  for  him 
to  have  differed  from  the  noble  Marquis ;  but,  in  the  fubfe- 
quent  part  of  his  fpeech,  the  noble  Marquis  had  gone  as  wide 
from  his  firft  pofitions  as  it  was  poffible  for  a  man  to  go.  Ju- 
ries had  undoubtedly,  in  certain  cafes,  a  power  to  give  a  ver- 
diS  compounded  of  law  and  faft,  .and  that  was,  where  they 
gave  a  general  verdift  ;  in  which  cafe  it  was  impoflible  for 
a  Court  to  know  whether  they  formed  their  verdift  on  faft? 
only  or  not.  He  had  been  glad  to  hear  what  had  been  faid  of 
fpecial  verdifts,  becaufe  they  were  undoubtedly  the  fpecies  of 
verdifts  to  which  juries,  und^r  any  embarraflment,  might  re- 
fort  with  fafety,  as  they  then  returned  the  facts  only,  and  left 
it  to  the  Judges  to  find  the  law  upon  thofe  fa£ls. 

The  law,  according  to  the  maxim  he  had  quoted,  fell  folely 
and  exclufively  within  the  province  of  the  Judge  to  decide  on, 
and  it  was  impoflible  for  the  Judge  to  give  the  law  wrong,  he 
meant  with  regard  to  its  ultimate  operation  ;  becaufe  the  quef- 
tion  was,  whether  the  law  of  any  queftion  could  have  more 
certainty  from  a  final  refort  to  fuch  a  Houfe  as  that,  than  from 
the  decifion  of  a  jury,  pronounced  raflily,  and  without  legal 
knowledge.  In  order  to  prove  that  the  Judges  always  cxer- 
cifed  their  right  to  decide  upon  matters  of  law,  in  every  cafe 
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that  came  before  them,  and  moft  frequently  for  the  advantage 
of  the  fubje(^,  he  inflanced  a  cafe  of  a  man  who  was  arretted 
for  debt,  and  taken  in  execution,  and  who  died  in  prifon  ;  his 
creditor  in  that  cafe  brought  an  adion  againil  his  executor,  al- 
though he  had  his  body  :  the  plea  fet  up  was,  that  he  died  in 
execution,  having  been  taken  by  a  capias  ad fatisfaciendum  :  the 
jury,  however,  found  a  verdidl  of  a  contrary  nature,  it  appear^ 
ing  to  them  that  he  was  not  taken  by  zcapias  ad  fatisfaciendum ; 
that  a  non  eft  inventus  vf^s  returned  to  that  writ,  and  that  he 
was  afterwards  taken  upon  an  aiias  capias.  The  Court  cor- 
j-edted  the  verdidt,  on  principles  of  law,  and  the  jury'f  finding 
went  for  nothing. 

His  Lordfhip  took  notice  of  the  irony  with  which  Lord  Lanf- 
downe  had  treated  Mr.  Juftice  Buller's  obfervation  on  the  im« 
portance  of  the  power  of  appeals  and  writs  of  error,  and  de^ 
clared  he  had  always  been  taught  the  right  of  fubjeding  the  de« 
ciiion  of  one  Court  to  the  reviiion  and  inveftigation  of  others^ 
as  a  matter  of  infinite  importance  to  the  fubject.  In  all  fpe- 
cial  Verdicts,  the  difficulty  goes  to  the  Judges,  and  furely  it 
was  more  fafe  in  their  hands  than  in  any  others.  Speaking  of 
the  legal  decifions  prior  to.  the  revolution,  he  faid,  that  even  in 
thofe  times,  when  Judges  were  not  independent,  the  ftieam  of 
juftice  ran  with  remarkable  clearnefs ;  and  he  fpoke  of  the  edu- 
cation, habits,  and  profeflaon  of  Judges,,  as  likely  to  habituate 
them  better  to  purity,  accuracy,  and  clearnefs  of  ideas,  thaa 
any  thing  elfe  whatever.  If  thefe  were  not  the  means  of  mak-> 
ing  men  pure,  his  Lordfliip  declared  he  did  not  know  what 
would.  He  alluded  to  Earl  Stanhope's  argument  of  Friday, 
which  he  ridiculed  with  coniiderable  pleafantry,  declaring  that 
he  marvelled  at  the  noble  Earl  having  the  nerves,  that  would 
allow  him  for  fo  many  hours  together  to  go  on  quoting  hooks^ 
precedents,  and  cafes  of  bills  of  exceptions,  demurrers,  &c.  of 
moft  of  which,  in  point  of  application  and  meaning,  the  noble 
Earl  had  not  a  (ingle  apprehenfion.  It  was  an  undoubted  proof 
of  the  goodnefs  of  his  conftitution,  and  the  excellence  of  his 
nerves ;  he  would  not  be  fo  malicious  as  to  remember  a  joke 
for  two  days  together,  and  he  freely  forgave  the  noble  Earl  of 
the  liberties  he  had  been  pleafed  to  take  with  him,  although  he 
bad  charged  hitn  with  having  milquo^ed  Hale  and  various  other 

authorities :  the  noble  £iu:L  however,  had  done  him  the  iuftica 
Vot,  XXXIII.  3M 
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to  give  him  his  revenge,  by  reading  the  paflagcs  in  queftion, 
whence  it  v^as  evident  to  all  their  Lordfliips,  that  he  hsid  cor- 
rectly quoted  the  fubftance  of  the  cafes.  After  iiifmiffing  this 
retort,  he  quoted  Mary  Mitchersjcafe,  and  a  variety  of  others 
in  the  reign  of  Qiieen  Elizabeth,  from  the  State  Trials  and 
many  other  learned  authorities.  It  was  neceffary  to  underftand 
thefe  cafes  correctly,  as  they  were,  in  an  eminent  degree,  ex- 
planatory of  the  fubject  of  proceedings  in  matters  of  libel. 

He  detailed  the  trial  of  the  fpvcn  Biftiops,  and  the  language 
of  Judge  Holt  in  Touchin*s  cafe,  where  one  of  the  Judges, 
hearing  Holt  fay  that  he  prefumed  his  brothers  would  ftate  their 
opinion,  was  going  to  enter  into  facts,  when  Holt  interrupted 
him,  and  faid,  "  Hold,  brother ;  I  defired  your  opinion  on  a 
**  matter  of  law  ;  I  did  not  defire  you  to  fum  up  to  the  jury 
**  for  me."  Having  travelled  through  many  cafes,  his  Lord-? 
fliip  took  notice  of  what  the  noble  Marqujs  had  faid  refpecting 
Lord  Bath's  fong,  which  was  written  in  ridicule  of  as  refped^ 
able  a  Judge  as  ever  fat  on  the  bench,  viz.  Lord  Hardwicke  \ 
and  declared^  that  nothing  that  could  be  faid  to  difcredit  either 
that  noble  Earl  or  Lord  Mansfield,  could  perfuade  him  that  the 
Houfehad  acquired  more  wjfdom,  or  were  more  capable  tode-? 
cide  upon  fuch  a  queftion  as  the  prefent,  on  account  of  the  ab- 
fencc  of  thofe  two  noble  and  learned  Lords.  He  remonftrated 
ftrenuoufly  againft  altering  any  part  of  the  eftablifhed  prafticq 
of  the  law,  as  likely  to  lead  to  the  moft  mifchievous  confe- 
qucnccs.  He  remarked  upon  the  compliments  that  had  been 
paid  Lord  Camden,  and  faid,  the  moil  unequivocal  compli- 
ment that  could  be  paid  that  noble  Earl,  was,  his  having  relin- 
quiihed  the  conteft  that  h<?  had  maintained  with  Lord  Mans- 
field  on  the  prefent  fubject,  and  appearing  to  have  been  con- 
vinced, when  the  noble  Earl  (Mansfield)  had  laid  a  paper  on 
the  table,  dating  the  directions  which  he  had  given  to  juries  ii) 
cafes  of  libels,  and  defiring,  if  they  were  found  fault  with,  that 
they  might  be  fairly  and  openly  brought  under  difcufEon. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  rofe  to  explain  two  or 
three  points  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
and  it  was  material  fhould  be  fet  right.  With  regard  to  Earl 
Camden's  having  yielded  the  point  on  the  occafion  of  Lord 
Mansfield's  having  put  his  paper  of  reafons  for  his  conduct  in 
cafes  of  libel  upon  the  table,  to  his  certain  knowledge  that  had 
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hot  been  the  cafe ;  his  noble  friend  had  conftantly  maintained 
his  principles,  and  on  the  ocaadon  referred  to,  had  fubmitted 
fpeciiic  anfwers  to  each  part  of  Lord  Mansfield's  paper  to  their 
Lordfhips'  condderation^  His  noble  friend  had,  in  his  opi^ 
nion,  infinite  merit  in  foregoing  the  conteft  at  the  time  in^quef-^ 
tion,  as  tha  (eafon  had  then  been  mo(^  unapt  for  fuch  a  con* 
trbverfy.  He  particularly  paid  Lord  Mansfield  fome  complin 
ihents  for  the  civil  and  proper  way  in  which  he  had  received 
many  attacks  from  him  in  the  ardor  of  his  youth,  when,  per- 
haps, much  of  what  he  had  faid  had  been  improper  ;  but  on 
thofe  occafionsj  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  had  always  treated 
him  with  regard  and  deference. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  apologised  for  being  obliged^ 
at  that  late  hour  of  the  night,  to  trouble  their  Lordfhips ;  but 
on  a  queflion  of  fuch  importance^  it  became  his  indifpenfable 
duty  to  flate  his  fentiments*  After  an  exordium  to  this  efFe£t> 
his  Lordftiip  prdceeded  to  explain  the  groundiS  on  which  he 
ihould  fupport  the  bill;  ^nd  he  began  with  flating  in  exprefs 
terms^  that  the  Judges  had  fatisfied  him,  from  the  anfwers 
given  by  them  in  the  paper  on  the  table  to  the  queflions  put  to 
them,  that  a  bill  (hould  be  brought  in  declaratory  of  the  law  on 
the  trial  of  libels.  The  id«a  of  this  bill  was  by  nd  means  a 
new  onC)  nor  was  it  merely,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  fpoke  lafl  had  flated,  a  queflion*  that  had  been  agitated  and 
difcuifed  by  young  meh,  while  fludents,  and  juft  learning  the 
elements  of  their  profeflionk 

As  long  as  he  could  remember  it  had  been  the  fubjefl  of 

contefl,  and  its  principles  had  been  afferted  and  maintained 

Vrith  all  the  force  of  eloquence  and  argument,  by  men  of  the 

highefl  character  and  moft  acknowledged  abilities,  both  at  the 

bar  and  on  the  Bench  i   he  need  not  enumerate  them ;  it  was 

AifKcIent  to  mention  Mr.  Dunning  (the  late  Lord  Afhburton) 

and-Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn,  as  two  of  the  former,  and  the  noble 

and  learned  Lord  at  the  head  of  His  Majefly's  Councils,    as 

the  leader  of  the  latter,  tt  confequently  could  not  be  confidered 

as  any  innovation  introduced  by  furprife.     He  could  not  but 

confider  all  the  arguments  that  had  been  urged  againfl  the  bill 

as  originating  in  error,  and,  on  that  account,  in  many  inftances 

proceeding  to  abfurdity  in  conclufion  and  grofs  mifapplication.r 

He  faid|  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate  almofl  every  iioble  Lord 

3M  % 
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who  had  obje^ed,  had  reafoned  as  if  a  trial  for  a  libel  had  aU 
ways  been  held  at  nijipriusj  and  confequently  by  a  fingle  Judge 
upon  a  record  fent  down  by  the  Court.  The  fad  was  nota- 
rioufly  other  wile :  when  a  trial  for  a  libel  proceeded  upon  an 
indictment,  the  Judge  was  then  bound  to  ftate  the  law  to  the 
jury,  as  well  as  the  fafts  adduced  in  evidence,  and  the  jury 
neceflarily  decided  on  the  combined  queftion  of  the  matter  of 
law  and  the  matter  of  faft.  He  reminded  their  Lordfhips,  that 
the  fame  powers  which  they  thought  from  motives  of  prudence 
ought  to  veft  in  the  Judges  of  the  higher  Courts  of  Juftice^ 
muft  equally  veft  in  individuals  of  a  very  different  defcrip- 
tion: 

At  the  Old  Bailey,  an  Aderman  of  London  was  as  compe- 
tent to  fit  and  aft  as  a  Judge  in  a  commiflion  of  oyer  and  ter- 
miner and  jail  delivery,  as  the  firft  of  the  King's  Juftices  in 
Weftminfter  Hall.  Nor  was  it  at  the  Old  Bailey  only  (whence 
they  could  not  be  renwved  to  any  other  Court)  that  indiftmcnts 
for  libels  might  be  tried>  but  at  Hicks's  Hall,  or  rather  the 
Seflions  Houfe  in  Clerkenwell ;  and  not  only  in  LfOndon  and 
Middlefexy  but  Juftices  of  the  Peace  at  a  quarter  feflions  in 
rfie  country,  were  competent  to.try  libels.  Would  their  Lord- 
ihips  therefore  think  it  altogether  wife  to  entfuft  fuch  large  dif- 
cretionary  powers  with  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  as  fome  noble  and 
learned  Lords  now  contended  ought  to  be  fuiFered  to  remain  in 
the  hands  of  the  Judges  ? 

A  libel  was  faid  to  be  a  ^rimc ;  if  it  were  fo,  his  Lordftiip 
declared  it  was  the  Judge's  duty  upon  the  trial  to  ftate  what  % 
libel  was,  and  not  call  for  a  verdiS  from  the  jury  firft,  and  fay 
to  theofi^  "  When  I  come  to  pafs  judgement,  you  fball  then 
**  know  what  fort  of  a  crime  it  is."  The  word  libel,  bi^ 
JLprdftiip  obferved,  was  not  of  itfelf  definitively  the  defcription 
of  any  crime  whatfoever ;  it  was  the  more  necelTary  therefore 
to  ftate  it  to  the  jury  on  the  trial,  fincc  it  was  not  confiftent 
with  common  fenfe  to  convift  a  perfpn  of  a  crime  where  n6 
criqiiinality  had  been  proved.  In  all  his  refearches  he  could 
find  but  one  rule  applicable  to  libels,  viz.  that  to  make  them 
an  obje<El  of  profecution»  they  muft  be  ftated  to  be  fecUtious^ 
and  calumniatory  either  with  refpedlto  Magiftrates,  or  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country,  or  individuals.  In  order  to  makt 
cHit  a  cafe,  the  tendency  and  the  intention  muft  be  proved^  it 
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was  not  enough  to  prove  that  the  pcrfon  accufed  had  committed 
the  faft  of  printing  and  publifhing  ;  it  muft  alfo  be  proved  that 
the  paper  or  writing  had  a  tendency  to  reflcA,  in  a  feditjous, 
fcandalousy  and  calumniatory  manner  on  Magidrates,  the  go* 
vernment  of  the  country,  or  individuals,. and  that  the  perfon 
publifhing  it  did  it  with  an  intention  of  cafting  a  feditious,  fcan- 
dalous,  and  calumniatory  reproach  on  Magi (Irates,  the  govern* 
ment,  or  individuals. 

One  abfurdity  was  ufually  followed  by  another ;  he  had 
(hewn  that  libels  might  be  tried  by  Juftices  at  a  quarter  feflions  ; 
and  it  was  notorious  that  mod  of  the  fpecial  juries  in  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench  in  Weftminfter  were  Juftices  of  the  peace,  fo 
that  the  very  identical  individuals  who  had  fat  as  Judges  one 
day  upon  a  'queftion  of  libel,  might  the  next  be  converted  into 
jurymen,  and  deemed  incapable  of  underftanding  that  matter 
of  law  which  it  had  been  their  duty  to  difpenfe  the  preceding 
day.  After  moft'  amply  difcufling  the  leading  principles  of  the 
immediate  fubjed,  he  apologized  for  finding  it  necefTary  to  go 
much  at  large  into  the  confideration  of  various  points  that 
were  pertinent,  though  they  did  not  immediately  bear  upon 
the  queftion  under  difcuflion. 

He  combated  the  Lord  Chancellor's  ftatement  of  the  diiFe- 
rent  precedentsto  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  allud- 
ed, and  ftated  grounds  on  which  he  thought  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  either  mifconceivcd  or  mifappli^d  the  cafes. 
He  particularly  enlarged  on  the  opinions  of  Sir  Matthew  Hale 
and  Chief  Juftice  Holt,  in  refpeft  to  the  cafes  of  the  (even  Bi- 
ihops,  and  of  Touchin.  He  alfo  quoted  Mr.  Juftice  Keeling, 
and  the  comments  made  by  Holt,  and  other  fubfequent  com- 
mentators, on  particular  objeSlons  of  Keeling,  and  the  diffi- 
cult points  of  law  that  had  occurred  on  various  occafions  in  his 
time. 

He  cited  the  opinions  of  Baron  Fortefcue,  Mr.  Juftice  For* 
fter,  the  year-books,  and  various  other  of  the  more  modern 
authorities  and  reporters,^  and  reprobated  the  cafe  of  Udall,, 
from  the  ftate  trials  referred  to  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  ftating 
it  to  be  an  inftance  of  the  moft  grofs,  fcandalous,  and  glaring 
abufe  of  power  in  Judges  that  could  be  adduced.  He  con- 
$:luded  with  faying,  thoug(h  he  had  not  half  gone  through  jthe 
fcope  of  argument^  obfervation^  and  reafoning  that  he  nieant 
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to  have  takcn>  he  woyld  fpare  their  Lordftiips  any  farther  tax 
*  tipon  their  patience,   and  content  himfelf  with  declaring^  that 
he  conceived  all  muft  agfee  that  the  bill  ought  at  any  titt  to 
go  to  a  Committee* 

Lord  KEN  YON  came  forward^  very  fliortly  to  obferve  on 
two  or  three  particular  points  that  had  fallen  froni  the  noble 
Lord^  that  were  extremely  material,  but  declared  he  would 
trefpafs  for  a  very  few  minutes  only  on  the  patience  of  the 
Houfe.  His  Lordftiip  then  contefted  fomc  of  the  cafes  cited 
by  Lord  Loughborough,  and  expreffed  his  furprife  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  with  a  head  fo  accurate,  and  an  un* 
derftanding  fo  acute,  ihould  have  forgotten  to  flate  certain 
points  which  he  mentioited.  He  anfwered  what  Lord  Lough- 
borough had  faid  refpefting  trials  of  libels  by  Juftices  of  the 
Peace,  at  quarter  feffions  in  the  country ;  -  and  faid  the  com- 
fiiiflions  under  which  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  by  far  the  moft 
ufeful  Magiftrates  in  the  kingdom,  were  conftituted,  6riginaled 
above  five  hundred  y^rs  ago,  in  the  reign  of  Edward  the 
Third,  and  contained  a  fpecial  provifion  in  them,  that  all  the 
more  arduous  matters  of  a  judicial  nature  fhould  be  referred  to 
the  higher  Courts,  and  at  arty  rate  they  were  revifable  upon 
appeal  by  certiorari  to  an  examen  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench. 
He  defired  the  Houfe,  before  they  voted  for  the  bill's  going  any 
farther^  to  confider  to  what  an  extent  the  bill  would  go  if  they 
decided  in  its  favour ;  that  they  would  have  no  authorities  to 
refer  to  as  a  lecnrity  for  their  Lordfhips'  eftate,  an  argument 
"which  he  earneftly  prefled  on  their  Lordftiips*  confideration. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  promifed  to  ftate  his  arguments  in 
fupport  of  the  bill  very  ftiortly  ;  but  he  wiflied  to  inform  theit 
Lordftiips  of  the  grounds  on  which  the  bill  had  originated,  the 
arguments  that  chiefly  induced  him  to  contend  for  it  ftrenu- 
oufly,  and  the  reafons  why  thofe  arguments  appeared  to  him  to 
l?e  irrefiftible.  A  practice  had  of  late  obtained  for  Judges,  on 
the  trial  of  queftions  in  cafes  of  libel,  to  tell  juries,  that  they 
had  nothing  to  do  but  to  find  the  h&s  of  printing  and'publifti- 
ing,  and  to  leave  the  whole  of  the  other  confidcrations  to  them. 
If  this  piradice  had  not  lately  obtained.  Lord  Grenville  faid, 
it  had  at  leaft  drawn  the  public  attention  to  it  more  than  it  had 
formerly  done,  and  there  prevailed  a  pretty  general  opinion 
againft  it.    So  convinced  was  he  of  its  impropriety,  his  Lord* 
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^ihip  faid,  that  if  it  could  even  be  proved  to  him  that  it  was  the 
eflabliOied  law  of  the  land,  and  that  all  the  precodentSy  in  all 
times  and  under  all  circumftances,  ran  in  one  uniform  ftream 
in  its  favour,  dill  he  fhduld  be  of  opinion  that  it  ought  to  b^ 
abolifhed. 

So  convinced  was  he,  that  the  praftice  ought  not  to  exift 
under  the  circumftances  of  the  prefent  times,  that  he  ihould 
ftrenuoufly  have  fupported  the  prefent  bill,  h^d  the  arguments 
in  its  favour  been  lefs  forcible.  His  Lordfliip  declared,  that, 
were  it  an  enaSing  bill  only,  he  was  ready  to  vote  it  immedi- 
ately,  and  in  that  cafe  there  would  folely  have  remained  the 
policy  to  have  dlfculTed  a  queftion  which  it  would  have  been 
extremely  eaTy  to  maintain.  He  complimented  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  who  had  opened  the  debate,  and  Lord  Loughbo*- 
rough  alfo,  for  the  able  manner  in  which  they  had  defended  tlwr 
\)i\\,  and  fo  juftly  and  eloquently  ftated  its  principles. 

He  wiflicd  Lord  Kenyon  had  gone  more  fully  into  the  difi. 
cuflion  of  his  objeftions,-  being  perfeftly  confcioqs  that  they 
were  capable  of  receiving  an  anfwe^,  and  that  the  abufes  in 
the  praftice  of  the  Courts  which  the  bill  went  to  correft  we;e 
fo  enorm«us,  that  the  bare  ftatement  of  them  would  be  fufE- 
cicnt  to  convince  every  unprejudiced  man,  that  the  bill  ought 
to  pafs.  He  infifted  that  in  all  crimes  the  intention  was  an  eCr 
fential  point.  In  murder,  the  moft  flagrant  of.  all  criminal 
cafes,  it  was  not  only  neceffary  to  prove  the  killing  a  many 
but  the  intention  to  murder  hitn,  to  make  it  murder.  So^  in 
cafes  of  libel,  a  man  might  write  a  letter  againft  a  Magiftrate^ 
which  might,  at  firft  fight,  appear  to  be  feditious  and  fcanda** 
lous,  but  which,  upon  farther  inveftigation,  might  be  found  to 
te  no  libel,  but  a  letter  written  with  an  intention  worthy  of  a 
good  fiibjeft. 

In  Stockdale's  cafe,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  the  publication  and 
inuencjocs  were  admitted,  but  the  jury  had,  neverthelefs, 
given  averdift  of  not- guilty,  and  muft  con fequenily  have  de- 
cided both  on  the  law  and  the  fa<ft^  It  was,  he  faid,  the  duty 
of  the  jury  to  take  into  confideration  the  whole  of  the  picmifes 
on  which  they  were  to  find  a  verdift  of  guilty,  or  not  guilty. 
THie  conftitution,  he  was  fatisfied,  muft  have  intended  that 
juries  fhould  poffcls  the  whole  power  combined,  the  twofold 
confideration  of  the  law  and  the  faA  i  and  feeing  the  fubjed  in 
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that  point  of  view,  he  (hould  agree  to  a  bill  to  declare  it  to  be 
the  law ;  and  even  had  it  not  been  fo,  he  was  ready  to  agree  to 
the  pafling  a  bill  that  would  evidently  tend  to  ftrengthen  the 
hands  of  Government^  and  put  an  end  to  fuch  libels  as  were 
otherwife  to  be  expedted  againft  the  peace  and  happinefs  of  the 
country. 
The  Houfe  divided  on  the  ^ueftion  of  commitment. 

Contents  -. 57 

Non-Contents  ■  32 


Majority  for  the  bill        25 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  committed. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy  T/ld  May. 

The  Lords  proceeded  on  the  bills  before  them>  and  adjourned 
without  any  debate,, 

Weinejdaj^   lyi  May. 

The  Houfe  in  a  Committee  on  the  fervants'  charafiers  bill, 
went  through  the  fame,  and  ordered  the  report  to  be  received 
to-morrow. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy  ^h  May. 

The  Houfe  proceeded  to  take  into  farther  C'>a(ideration  the 
flave-trade  propofitions,  and  having  examined  a  witnefs,  the 
futher  hearing  was  adjourned  to 

Friday^    i^th  May. 

At  one  o'clock  their  Lordfhips  proceeded  on  the  examination 
of  witneflfes,  and  continued  until  fix  in  interrogating  Captain 
Farrar,  who,  among  other  things,  ftated,  that  he  was  up  the 
country  at  Dohama,  intheyear  1790,  with  a  French,  Englifti, 
and  Portugucfe  Governor ;  that  for  the  fpace  of  a  month  they 
were  daily  witneffing  numbers  of  unfortunate  wretches  who 
were  led  as  facrifices  to  the  late  King ;  and  that  on  the  laft  da} 
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he  fa'w  at  leaft  five  hundred  heads  which  had  been  fevered  from 
their  bodies  ;  that  while  there,  he  bargained  for  feventeen  flaves 
in  one  day  ^  and  going  on  the  next,  he  found  they  had  been 
murdered  in  the  night,  the  King  having  been  informed  a  fa- 
•crifice  was  neceflary  ;  and  that  he  verily  believed  thofe  facrifices 
would  be  much  more  frequent,  if  it  was  not  for  the  weight  that 
intereft  had  with  the  Chiefs. 

H6  was  crofs-examined  by  the  Duke  of  Clarence,  the  Lord 
•Chancellor,  and  Earl  Stanhope.  When  the  Counfel  was  or- 
•dered  to  withdraw,  he  begged  to  be  difcharged,  as  his  fliip  had 
%een'  ready  for  failing  twelve  days,  which  was  oppofed  by  Lord 
Grenville,  upon  the  ground  that  much  crofs-examination  might 
he  neceflary.  This  drew  on  aconverfation  between  the  Duke ' 
of  Clarence,  Lords  Stormont,  Kin^,  and  Grenville  ;  the  two 
former  contending,  that  their  Lordftiips  had  better  undergo  the 
inconvenience  of  fitting  another  hour,  than  that  an  individual 
fliould  fuflFer  the  prejudice  of  being  detained  feveral  days.  At 
length,  Lord  Grenville  gave  up  his  defire  of  crofs-exanaining 
him  ;  the  witnefs  was  difcharged,  and  the  farther  proceedings 
on  this  bufinefs  ordered  for  Tuefday  fe'nnight. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

1 
fFedtie/day,  30/A  May. 

Proceeded  on  the  bills  before  the  Houfe,  without  any  de- 
bate. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy  -T^iji  May. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  taking  into  confideration 
the  King's  Proclamation, 

The  Marquis  of  ABERCORN  claimed  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe.  He  obferved,  that  the  ferioufnefs  of  the  fubjeflt,  its 
importance,  and  its  magnitude,  were  fuch,  that  he  felt  a  con- 
viSion  he  fhould  meet  with  their  Lordfliips*  approbation  in  the 
meafure  he  fhould  propofe.  IJe  felt  a  confidence  alfo  that  it 
would  meet  with  a  general  concurrence  throughout  the  coun* 
try.  The  objefl:  which  he  had  in  view  was,  to  agree  to  an  ad- 
drefs  formed  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament — an  addrefs  of 
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sttachment  toHis  Majefty  and  his  illuftrioud  Family^  his  crowi>» 
dignity,  and  the  genuine  principles  of  the  conftitution.  This 
attachment  was  founded  on  the  principles  which  united  us  ta» 
gcther  in  one  bond  of  focial  union,  and  kept  together  by  thofe 
tici,  and  invigorated  by  ihofe  feeliiigs,  which  ought  toa£lus|te 
the  heart  of  all  thofe  who  knew  that,  as  men,  they  were  bound 
to  tranfmit  unfullied  to  their  pofterity  what  from  their  ancef- 
tors  thev  received  with  fuch  advantage.  This  was  a  time  for 
us  all  to  declare  what  we  felt,  and  to  make  known  the  prin- 
ciples by  which  we  were  aftuated  ;  it  was  neccflary  we  fhould 
do  fo  for  the  prefervation  of  what  we  at  prefent  enjoyed*  It- 
was  a  feafon,  indeed,  of  national  happinefs  and  tranquillity, 
and  flood  admirably  contralled  with  that  period  when  it  was 
well  known  that  we  were  on  the  brink  of  ruin.  It  was  a  fea- 
fon in  which,  he  would  venture  to  fay,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  were  without  a  grievance  or  oppreffion  j  that  they  nei- 
ther felt,  nor  had  any  reafon  to  feel,  any  diflrefs  y  that  there 
was  not  one  man  in  this  country  at  this  moment  unprotefied ; 
nor  did  he  believe  there  was  one  who  need  be  unemployed.—' 
Contrafting  it  with  the  ftate  of  the  country  at  a  fortner  period, 
.would  aiFord  pleafure  to  all  who  were  its  well  wiQiers  ;  but  con- 
trafting it  with  other  countries  at  the  prefent  period,  was  mat- 
ter of  ftill  greater  exultation  ;  and  he  believed  there  was  but 
little  encouragement  to  follow  the  example  which  had  lately 
been  fet  to  us  by  a  neighbouring  country,  and  recommended  to 
lis  with  fuch  affiduous  induftry  by  forae  perfons  in  this.  He 
believed,  indeed,  that  he  might  venture  to  fay,  that,  taking  all 
mankind  together  in  one  view,  of  all  thofe  who  had  their  affairs 
regulated  by  any  thing  deferving  the  name  of  Government,  or 
who  could  pretend  to  fay  they  had  a  conftitution,  or  any  thing 
deferving  of  that  name,  there  were  none  r'>  happy  as  the  people 
of  this  country.  This  led  him  to  refij:^^  oa  the  difpofttion, 
and  the  poflible  cffeft  of  diffeminating  the  works  of  thofe  who 
had  lately  been  employed  in  endeavours  to  make  the  people 
unhappy  and  difcontentcd.  He  had,  indeed,  for  months,  feen 
various  publications  iMtd  with  inve£tive  againft  the  leading 
chara&ers  of  our- Adminlftration,  againft  the  State,  againft  the 
form  of  our  G  >vernment,  and  againft  all  conftitutional  autho- 
rity whatever  i  againft  the  very  exiftenee  6f  all  Government^ 
and  a|pinft  the  bonds  by  which  we  were  bound  together  in  a 
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focial  ftate ;  fome  of  them  objcfting  to  the  mode  and  form  of 
our  Govermneat — others  to  the  praftice,  others  to  the  expence 
of  it)  all  tending  to  make  the  people  difcontented>  and  to  lay 
down  the  plan  of  our  total  ruin.     The  affairs  of  France,  and 
the  coadu£l  of  the  French,  had  frequently  been  alluded  tp  in 
thefe  publications ;  the  one  was  celebrated  as  a  matter  of  tri*' 
um]^,  the  other  recommended  as  fit  for  imitation.     For  his 
OWQ  part^  he  muA  confefs,  that  both  appeared  to  htm  to  be 
regarded  as  a  leflbn  for  ^mankind,  .teaching  them  to  avoid,  in- 
fiead  of  applauding,  much  left  producing  .a  defire  of  imitation* 
However,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  French  politics  on  this 
occafion,  nor  had  the  people  of  this  country*    We  had  only  to 
go  on  our  own  way,  purfue  our  own  affairs,  preferve  our  own 
ha[^[nnef$  ;  and  leave  the  French,  that  wretched  nation,  to  its 
own  wretchednefs ;  to  concert  plans,  to  purfue  meafures,  to 
adopt  fentiments,  whidi  difgrace  human  nature,  and  deftroy 
happinels^  or  to  endeavour  to  make  fuch  atonement  for  former 
mifi:htef  as  diey  can  ;  we  (bould  totally  avoid  all  difputes  upon 
topics  which  related  tu  them  ;  we  ihould  pafs  over  the  whole 
<^  their  fofiy  and  mifery  without  a  comment ;  that  was  his 
wifh^  but. if  it  was  well  known,  that  not  contented  with  their 
own  wretcbedtieis,  not  fatisfied  with  their  own  ruift,  they  were 
bufiiy  employed  in  endeavouring  to  convert  the  inhabitants  of 
other  countries  to  their  opinions,  to  fpread  their  political  max^ 
ims  ail  over  Europe,  and  to  make  mifery  univerfai,  he  confefled 
he  thought  it  was  high  time  for  the  people  of  this  country  to  be 
put  upon  their  guard  againft-  thefe  dangerous  errors.     From 
much  that  had  had  feen,  and  from  much  more  that  he  had  a 
right  tafufpei£l,  he  was  fure  he  did  not /ay  too  much,  when 
be  faid  the  people  of  this  country  ought  to  be  put  upon  their 
guard  againft  fuch  attempts.     It  was,  well  kxiown,  indeed  it 
was  publicly  notified,  that  aflbciations  were  formed  in  different 
parts  of  this  kingdom  ;  in  fome  cafes,  perhaps,  innocently  in- 
tended, but  all  indefinite  in  their  objed,  and  therefore  dange* 
nous  in  their  efie£l ;  he  mufl,  under  fuch  circumilances,  fay^ 
that  the  meaneft  profelyte  ought  to  be  told  of  his  errors  be 
tiierefore  thought  that  Government,  and  the  Parliament  of  this 
country,  ou^t  to  coafider  themfelves  as  at  iffue  with  the  au^ 
thors  of  the  {editions  writings  alluded  to  in  the  proclamation, 

and  tfasit  they  were  bouxid  to  refute  the  calumzxies  on  the  con^ 
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ftitution,  and,  by  their  deliberation,  come  to  a  refohite  agree- 
ment to  difcoiuitenance  fuch  proceedings,  and  to  tell  the  people 
of  this  country,  that  the  prefent  is  a  moment  in  which  the  Le- 
giflature  of  this  country  is  determined  to  repel  a^d  counterad 
this  attempt  to  cnfnare  and  delude  the  Public.     It  was  a  fatis- 
fadiion,  however,  to  himfelf  and  thofe  who  wifhed  wcU  to.thi» 
country,  to  fee  that  the  effeft  of  all  the  attempts  to  deprive  the 
people  of  this  country  of  the  happinefs !  which  .they  enjoyed^  by 
making  them  diflatisfied  with  it,  had  hitherto  beefa.wsxy  trivial. 
It  was  tnie  Government  had  .been  filent  on  that  fubjedl ;  until 
very  lately,  they  had  beheld  vhefe  attempts  with  a  contempt  al- 
moft  bordering  upon  indifference  to  the  public  happinefs ;:  on 
this  he  did  not  wiih  to  give  an  opinion.     It  was  fufBcient  to 
fay,  that  the  whole  being-  hitherto  left  to  the  almoft  unailiiled 
good  fenfe  of  the  people  of  England,,  no  complaint  could  be 
made  againft  thus  taking  it  up  in  Parliament,  and ^by  this  dif- 
Guflion,  referring  arid  appbaling*  ttf  the  people  upon  ^the  deter- 
mination whether  or  •  not  it  'Ikall  any  lopger  be  a  queHion  of 
indifference.  As  to  the  various  aflbciations  that  had  been  form- 
ed, for  fomething,  hokiyew  not  what,  nor  tould  any  thing  be 
known,  bccaufc  there  was  nothing  definitely  expreffedy  he  be- 
lieved that  if  they  were  analizdd,'- and  their  views 'really  ex- 
plained, that  explanation  would  alarm  the  beft  politician  in 
this  country,  and  make  him  confefs  the  neceflity  of  parliamen- 
tary interference.     The  aflbciations  were  numerous,  fome  of 
the  members  of  them  obfcure  individuals— ^rOthers  who  had  fign- 
ed  their  names  to  refolutions,  were  well  known  to  be  men  of 
wealth  and  lefpeftability,  fome  of  whom  were  Members  of  the 
very  Parliament,  the   power  of  which  they  tlius  wiQied  todi- 
minifli.     When  men  of  fuch  chara£ler,  connexion,  and  in- 
fluence avowed  fuch  intentions,  it  was  time  for  Parliament  to 
ftand  forward,  and  avow  its  own  authority,  for  .the  proteftion 
of  its  own  rights,  and  for  the  intereft  and  the  happinefs  of  the 
people  ;  and  under  this  imprelfion,  he  was  ready  to  confefs,  he 
rejoiced  that  the  queftion  was  at  iifue  between  Government  and 
the  authors  and  pubiiihers  of  thcfe  feditious  writings,  and  the 
members  of  Uiefe  alloc iations.     He  was  glad  that  the  fubjeft 
was  entirely  before  the  people  of  England,  in  order  that  they 
may  judge   for  themfelves.     1  heir   good  fenfe  would  form  a 
jult  decifion  on  thelubject.     It  was  not  the  refpejdlable  names 
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of  any  membcr^of  any  aiTociations,  of  any  volunteer  Parlia- 
ment, that  would  induce'  the  people  of  this  country  to  fight 
againftthat  conftitution' which  was  the  bequeft  of  their -fore- 
fathers ;  they  would  confidex  into  what  depth  they  might  fall 
before  they  •  would  move,  under  thefe  circumftances,  from, 
the  rock  on  which  they  flood.     He  did  not  pretend  to  fay  he; 
underftoodall  that  was  in  the  View  of  our  reformers,  but  as 
far  as  he  could  underftand  them,  they  appeared  to  him  to  have 
a  wifti  firft  to  recbmmend   theftifelves  to  the  people  of  this 
country  as  their  peculiar  friends,'  aiw  when  they  (hall  have 
fucceeded  in  that  endeavour,  and  fhall'have  brought  the  coun- 
try at  their  feet,  then  to  promife  to  ufe  it  Well ;  but  he  was 
confident  that  there  was  but  little  fear  either  of  their  influence, 
their  number,  or  their  plots  ;  far  he  believed,  thutwhen  once 
we  Itad  counted  thefnfroift  the  lifts,  as  they  publi(hed  them, 
ive  bad  r(*ally  ■  counted  their  -whole  army;  but  that  there 
might*  not  be  falfe  rumdurs  on 'the  one  hand,  or  dangerous 
and  hiddeti  plof$  on  tht  other.  Government  had  afted  wifely 
in  ifluing  this  proclamation,  in  order  that  the  people  of  this 
tountry  ttiay  exert  their  gocdfenfe  to  preferve  their  happinefs 
by  preferring  order.     He  did  not  much  wifli  to  indulge  con- 
jefture  ;  but  he  would  fay,  that  if  there  were  any  intentions 
hoftile  to  the  prefent  Government,  the  reliance  in  that  cafe 
mufl  not  be  on  the  people  of  England,  but  on  fome  other  af- 
fiftance.     It  was  true,  that  fome  of  them  expedled  the  coun- 
tenance of  the  whole  body  of  Diflenters  in  this  country ;  and 
indeed  he  was  forry  to  refleft,  that  from  the  manner  In  which 
they  had  been  treated,  there  was  fome  reafori  to  fear  that  they 
were  dittatisfied  in  fome  refpefts  ;  but  he  trufted  that  fuch  a 
reliance  would  be  ill  founded.     The  Difftnters,  as  a  body  of 
men,  were  certainly  refpeftable  ;  and  whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  others,  his  had  uniformly  been,  that  civil  diitinc- 
tion,  on  account  of  religious  perfuafions,  were  all  unwife, 
and  fhould  never  be  fupported  by  the  authority  of  the  State. 
God  forbid  we  (hould  fufpeft  any  man  of  evil  intentions  to 
Government,  from  his  mode  of  religious  worfhip.     His  prin- 
ciples, he  confefled,  were,  in  this  particular,  in  favour  of  as 
much  religious  toleration  as  could  poflibly  be  granted  ;  and 
that  there  ftiould  be  as  little  inequality  in  civil  rights  as » was 
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confiftcnt  with  the  fafety  of  the  eftabli (bed  mode  of  wor{hip# 
and  in  his  mind  it  was  bad  policy  to  refufe  any  civil  rights  to 
any  clafs  of  men  on  a<?count  of  their  religious  pritKiples*-^ 
The  time  was  now  come,  when  all  who  had  any  regard  for 
the  fafety  of  the  St^te  fliould  (land  forward  in  its  defence,  koth 
for  civil  advantages  and  religious  toleration,  becaufe  there 
were  attacks  made  on  both  our  civil  and  religious  confiitutlon^ 
.and  he  trofted  the  Diifenters,  differing  as  they  did  from  the 
'  members  of  the  eftabliflimcnt,  and,  in  many  inftances,  from 
each  other,  v/ould  yet  agree  to  fupport  the  conftitution,  on 
which  depended  the  happinefs  of  us  alL 

With  regard  to  the  ideas  of  a  parliamentary  reform,  con-^^ 
Cdered  in  itfelf,  he  was  ready  to  confefs  he  was  not  alarmed 
at  it ;  but  although  thus  fimply  confidered,  it  w^s  Harmlefs  in 
itfelf,  yet,  combined  with  certain  circunaftances,  it  might 
create  the  greateft  dread  and  terror.  Indeed  he  thought  that  a 
parliamentary  reform,  undertaken  in  a  proper  manner^  at  a 
proper  time  y  was  a  meafure  fo  right  in  theory^  that  it  would 
be  proper  to  attempt  to  carry  it  into  praSice ;  he  thought  fo 
on  a  former  occafion,  and  therefore  voted  for  it.  He  would 
vote  again  for  a  fi/nilar  propofition  under  fimilar  circum- 
ftances ;  but  he  mufl  beg  leave  to  declare  that  this  was  net 
the  time  at  which  any  attempt  (hould  be  made  to  make  any 
alteration  whatever.  Still  lefs  did  he  approve  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  proceedings  of  the  different  Aflbciations  were 
carried  on.  They  feemed  to  him  to  fel  out  imthe  moft  dan* 
gerous  manner  ;  for  by  appealit^g  to  the  people,  and  endea- 
vouring to  change  their  minds,  they  in  fa&  went  about  to  Aib* 
vert  all  order  and  decorum ;  for  by  changing  the  minds  of  the 
people,  and  making  them  difcontented  with  their  prefent  con- 
dition, they  prepared  them  for  fomething  more,  a  difpofitiOii 
to  obtain  the  objefl:  <rf  their  defire  by  force,  a  principle  at 
war  with  all  order  and  tranquillity  in  a  State.  It  was  not  a 
reform  in  Parliament  which  this  plan  could  be  Cud  to  aim  at, 
for  before  the  will  of  the  people  could  be  known  on  this  fub- 
je£l  by  this  way.  Parliament  mud  be  no  more.  Much  ftref$ 
had  been  laid  on  what  was  called  the  voice  of  the  people  ;  but 
this  wa6,  like  many  other  fentences^  capable  of  being  much 
mifapplied,  and  it  was  [q  m  this  infUnce.    There  never  wa& 
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yet  a  fadion  fo  Contemptible  that  could  not  form  a  Commit* 
tec,  and  draw  up  refolutions,  calling  them  the  voice  of  the 
people.  There  never  was  yet  a  number  of  perfons  aflTociated 
for  fuch  purpofes  as  thofc,  who  were  fo  deftitute  of  addrefs, 
BS  to  be  unable  to  obtain  petitions  from  various  places,  pray- 
ing for- any  objeft  which  they  thought  fit  to  advife  them  to 
call  for — this  too  was  called  the  voice  of  the  people — ^but  in 
faft  it  was  nothing  but  the  clamour  of  a  fa£lion,  compofed 
of  difcontented  and  defigning  individuals.  But  he  believed 
that  the  prefent  AfTociatiuns  would,  like  many  others,  be 
treated  with  contempt  by  the  Public.  They  feemed  to  him 
to  have  but  little  advantage  in  any  refpecl — with  politics  that 
were  explwied — populriiity  that  was  entirely  filenced — com- 
motions that  were  fufpected,  principles  that  gave  general  dif- 
guft  whenever  they  were  made  manifeft  to  the  Public.  He 
would  fay,  that,  little  as  he  loved,  he  feared  them  lefs.  But 
yet  as  there  was  no  c3Mfe  for  ff.ar  hitherto,  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  there  never  would  b^  any  reafon  to  dread  thefc 
efforts ;  for  if  jiot  checked  in  time,  they  might  become  for* 
midable.  The  caufe  was  the  caufe  of  the  country,  and  he 
hoped  the  good  fenfe  of  its  inhabitants  would  not  fuiFer  any 
fet  of  men  to  infringe  upon  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown, 
the  liberty  of  the  fubjeS,  or  in  any  degree  to  go  beyond  any 
one  of  the  limits  of  the  conftttution.  He  owned  he  had  great 
confidence  in  the  people  of  this  country,  in  every  view  in 
which  be  contemplated  their  chara6ler.  The  people  of  Eng- 
land were  now,  what  they  always  had  been,  a  generous, 
brave,  and  a  judging  people.  They  would  not  fufFer  thcm- 
felves  to  be  deluded  by  the  artifice  of  a  faflion.  They  were 
the  happieft  people  on  earths  They  knew  it,  they  felt  it, 
and  they  defervcd  it.  From  an  attachment  to  their  Sovereign, 
to  themfelves,  and  to  their  country,  they  would  preferve  their 
freedom  r  He  then  moved,  by  way  of  amendment  to  the  ad- 
drefs  of  the  Commons,  to  make  it  the  addrefs  of  both  Houfes 
of  Parliament,  by  inferting,  after  the  words,  -  "  That  the 
'*  humble  addreis  of,"  the  words  "  Lords  Spiritual  an^  Tem«r 
'*-poral,  and" 

The  Earl  of  HARRINGTON  'econded  the  moti  ;n,  and 
(did,  every  country  niuft  fupport  its  conftitution,  and  he  relied 
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on  the  good  fenfe  of  that  Houfe  to  fupport  the  conftitution  of 
this  country.  His  Lordftiip  declared  hiS- hearty  approbation 
of  the  meafure  adopted  by  Government,  as  calculated  to  fe* 
cure  and  maintain  a  conftitution,  which  had  long  been  the 
admiration  of  the  world :  a  conftitution  in  which  the  laws 
were  equal,  and  by  which  our  fituation  had  been  rendered 
flourifhing  and  happy:  it  was  a  conftitution  which  he  hoped 

'  might  Ipng  continue  as  it  now  was,  and  produce  blcffings  to 
the  country  to  the  end  of  the  world. 

The  Prince  of  WALES  (and  it  was  the  firft  time  he  ever 
fpoke  in  Parliament)  came  forward  on  the  occafion,  and  in 
a  manly,  eloquent,  and,  we  may  truly  add,  perfuafive  man- 
ner, delivered  his  fentiments.  He  faid,  that  on  a  queftion 
of  fuch  magnitude  he  ftiould  be  deficient  in  his  duty  as  a  Mem- 

^  ber  of  Parliament,  unmindful  of  that  refpeft  he  owed  to  the 
conftitution,  and  inattentive  to  the  welfare,  the  peace,  and 
the  happinefs  of  the  people,  if  he  did  not  ftata  to  the  world 
what  was  his  opinion  on  the  prefcnt  queftion.  He  was  edu- 
cated in  the  principles,  and  he  fhould  ever  preferve  them,  of 
a  reverence  for  the  conftitutional  liberties  of  the  people ;  and 
as  on  thofe  conftitutional  principles  the  happinefs  of  that 
people  depended,  he  was  determined,  as  far  as  his  intereft 
could  have  any  force,  to  fupport  them.  The  matter  in  iflue 
was,  in  fa<ft,  whether  the  conftitution  was  or  was  not  to  be 
maintained — whether  the  wild  ideas  of  theory  were  to  con- 
quer the  wholefome  maxims  of  eftablifhed  praftice  ;  and  whe- 
ther thofe  laws  under  which  we  had  flour iflied  for  fuch  a  fe- 
ries  of  years  were  to  be  fubverted  by  a  reform  unfandioned  by 
the  people.  As  a  perfon  nearly  and  dearly  interefted  in  the 
welfare,  and  he  ftiould  emphatically  add,  the  happinefs  and 
comfort  of  the  people,  it  would  be  treafon  to  the  principles 
of  his  mind,  if  he  did  not  come  forward  and  declare  his  dif- 
approbation  of  thofe  feditious  publications  which  had  occa- 
fioned  the  motion  now  before  their  Lordfliips ;  and  his  inte- 
reft was  connected  with  the  intereft  of  the  people ;  they  were; 
fo  infeparable,  that  unlefs  both  parties  concurred,  happinefs 
could  not  exift.  On  this  great,  on  this  folid  bafts,  he  ground- 
ed the  vote  which  he  meant  to  give,  and  that  vote  fhould  un- 
equivocally be  for  a  concurrence  with  the  Conunpns  in  the 


it 
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uddrefs  they  had  refolved  upon.  His  Royal  Highnefs  fpoke 
in  a  manner  that  called  not  only  for  the  attention  but  the  ad- 
miration of  the*  Hoiife  ;  and  thefe  word^  were  patriotically 
energetic :  "  I  exift  by  the  love,  the  friendfliip,  and  the  be- 

nevolcnce  of  the  people,  and  their  caufe  I  will  never  for-* 

fake  fo  long  as  I  live.**  His  Royal  Highnefs  then  con- 
cluded with  diftindly  faying — *^  I  give  my  moft  hearty  aflent 
"  to  the  motion  for  concurring  in  this  wile  and  falutary  ad- 
drefs.*' 

The  Earl  ^of  LAUDERDALE  rofe,  a  great  ciy  for  fc- 
veral  noble  Lords,  who  prefented  themfelves,  took  places 
which  at  laft  fubfiding^  the  noble  Earl  obferved,  he  Ihould 
have  given  way  to  others  with  pleafure,  but  that  from  parti- 
cular circumftances  at  the  prefent  moment;  he  was  under  th« 
tieceffity  of  foliciting  permiflion  to  addrefs  their  Lordfliips. 
If  ever  there  was  a  man  particularly  called  upon  to  deliver  his 
fentimcnts  in  that  Houfe>  and  to  repel  the  attacks  made  upon 
them^  and  all  thofe  with  whom  he  a£led;  he  was  the  man.— ^ 
If  ever  there  was  a  nian  who  felt^  and  ought  to  feel;  an  ea- 
gernefs  to  defend  his  charafter^  and  the  charafter  of  thofe  for 
whom  he  had  the  greateft  affeftion,  from  afperfions  and  in- 
finuationi  unfairly  thrown  out  againil  them,  he  was  that  man^ 
and  therefore  he  trufted  their  Lordfliips  would  do  him  the 
juftiee  to  impute  his  eagernefs  to  the  proper  caufe;  Thofe 
with  whom  he  afted,  in  the  fitiiation  to  which  the  noble 
Loni  who  opened  the  debate  alluded,  a  Society  of  the  Friends 
of  the  People,  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  Parliamentary 
Reform^  were  men  6f  as  fpotlefs  charaders,  pure  intentions^ 
and  unfullied  virtue^  a^  any  in  that  Houfe,  or  in  this  king^ 
dom,  and  he  believed  that  the  voice  of  malice  had  never  been 
heard  to  affert  the  cohtraryi  They  were  chai-adleris  whom  nd 
bne  had  ever  ventured  to  detraft.  Having  borne  this  tefti- 
inony  for  them  and  for  himfelfi  and  maintained  that  they  all 
had  as  rfiiich  afFe£lion  for  the  Sovereign  on  the  Throne,  as 
much  refpeft  for  the  laws;  and  as  rhuch  attachment  to  the 
t)rinciples  of  the  conftitution^  it  might  be  expefted  that  ha 
Ihould  proceed  immediately  to  the  motion  before  their  Lord- 
fliips, but  he  muft,  he  faid,  be  permitted  to  obferve,  that  all 
the  pains  which  had  been  taken  to  imprefs  the  people  of  thill 
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country  with  an  idea,  that  thofe  who  called  for  a  reform  haJ 
fomethingmore  in  their  defires  and  their  wiflies  than  they  were 
willing  to  exprefs  by  words,  were  very  infidious,  arid  were  as 
falfe  as  they  were  infidious.  He,  and  all  thofe  who  were  the 
objcfts  of  thefe  calumnious  infihuations,  were  as  well  and  as 
firmly  attached  to  the  Houfe  of  Hanover,  as  well  convinced  of 
the  fecurity  the  people  of  this  country  had  for  their  freedom  at 
the  acceflion  of  that  Houfe  to  the  throne  of  this  kingdoiti,  as 
any  man  in  this  country,  or  in  Europe. 

They  had  ai>  Xinfeigned  attachment  to  His  Majefty,  and 
every  branch  of  his  illuftrious  family^  which  an  event  of  this 
day  tended  to  confirm,  in  a  fpeech  which,  while  it  delighted 
all  who  heard  it>  conveyed  an  afTurance  of  fecurity  for  a  coti- 
tinuation  of  the  higheft  proteftion  to  conftitntional  fentiments; 
for  his  own  part  he  aflured  the  Houfe,  their  Lordfliips  fhould 
hear  nothing  from  hipi  that  would  tend  in  the  leaft  degree  to 
depreciate  the  conftrtution  af  this  country ;  all  his  endeavours 
on  that  part  of  the  fubjeft,  which  might  be  called  perforial  al- 
hifion,  ftiould  be  only  to  (hew  how  the  Friends  of  the  People 
and  their  proceedings  had- been  mifreprefentcd.     If  he  could 
view  the  proclamation  in  the  light  in  which  it  was  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  addrefs,  he  fhould  have  been  ready 
to-agrce  to  all  that  could  be  moved  in  fupport  of  it.     But  view- 
ing it  in  quite  another  light,  he  fhould  deem  it  his  duty  to  fol- 
low a  very  different  courfc,  and  to  move  an  amendment  on  it. 
The  amendment  which  he  fhould  propofe  would  be  an  addrefs 
in  which  nothing  would  appear  that  was  difrefpeftful  to  the 
Legiflature,  or  Contrary  to  the  principles  of  the  conftitution  of 
this  country.     On  the  contrary,  *it  would  contain  the  higheft 
ttCpcdi  for  both.     The  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  addrefs  now 
before  tlie  Houfe,  waspleafed  to  infinuate  that  they  entertained 
fentiments  which  they  dare  not  avow  ;    and  talked  of  their 
ufing  a  language  which  be  did  not  believe  to  be  the  language  of 
the  people  of  this  country.     Upon  the  firfl  part  of  the  obfer* 
vation  he  would  have  the  Houfe  and  the  world  to  know,  that 
there  was  not  a  man  in  their  fociety  that  faid  what  he  did  not 
tnean.     If  ever  there  was  a  fet  of  men  that  took  pains  to  inform 
the  public  of  all  they  wifhed  to  obtain,   it  was  the  fociety  of 
the  Friends  of  the  People,  they  had  always  taken  care  to  pub- 
lifh  their  declaution  and  political  crqed j  aj)diplfid|^  theiafclvcs 


A.  179«.  .DEBATES.  ^ 

to  abide  by  it  whenever  the  leaft  hint  was  dropped  of  a  doubt 
;of  their  intentions.     He  fhould  not  have  taken  fuch  pains  to 
expatiate  on  this  topic,  if  fuch  pains  had  not,  on  the  other  hand^ 
been  taken  to  mifreprefent  them*     With  regard  to  the  other 
part  of  the  obfervation  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  they  fpoke  not 
the  fentiments  of  the  people  of  England,  he  muft  be  allowed  to 
|*ay,  that  neither  of  them  could  be  qualified  to  judge  decidedly 
of  that  fubjeft,  neither  of  them  precifely  knowing  what  thefc 
fentiments  were  ;  but  the  fociety  of  ite  Friends  of  the  People 
were  taking  the  only  methqd  that  could  be  taken  to  know  thefc 
fentiments,  and  with  that  view  had  abftained  from  moving  any 
thing  in  Parliament  until  that  fentiment  could  be  known,   for 
which  purpofe  they  had  given  notice  of  bringing  it  forward  in 
the  next  feilion,  allowing,  in  the  mean  time,  the  people  time 
to  confider  upon  the  fubjecl.     So  that  in  poin-t  of  faft,    they 
were  accufcd  of  doing  what  the  people  of  this  country  did  not 
wifli,  when  it  was  clear,  they  only  called  on  the  people  of  this 
country  to  exprefs  that  with,  before  any  attempt  was  made  to 
fupport  it.     As  to  the  proclamation  itfelf,  he  obferved,  that  in 
their  eagernefs  to  obtain  their  ends,   thofe  who  had  been  con- 
cerned in  framing  it  and  advifing  His  Majefty  to  iffue  It,  had 
been  fo  eager,  that  they  had  overlooked  and  neglefted  their 
own  charafter,  in  endeavouring  obliquely  to  vilify  the  charac- 
ters of  others.     They  had  neglefted  their  ufual  policy  ;  they 
had  been  unable  to  conceal  their  objeft,  a  thing  exceedingly 
uncommon  with  them*     As  to  the  efFeft  of  the  proclamation, 
he  begged  their  Lordfhips  to  refleft  for  a  moment,  before  they 
gave  it  any  approbation.     One  part  of  it  ftruck  him  to  be  of  an 
extraordinary  nature. 

And  whereas  the  wealth,  happinefs,  and  profperity  of  this 

kingdom  do,  under  divine  providence,  chiefly  depend  upon 
**  order,  fubmiffion  to  the  laws,  a  juft  confidence  in  the  wif- 
'^dpm  and  integrity  of  Parliament,  and  a  continuance  of  that 
^'  zealous  attachment  to  the  Government  and  conftitution  of 
**  the  kingdom,  which  has  ever  prevailed  in  the  minds  of  the 
•*  people  thereof." 

Now  this  very  confidence,  which  was  here  extolled  fo  much^ 
was  one  of  the  great  reafons  why  a  reform  was  neceflary ;  or 
rather  beqayfe  there  was  no  confidence  by  the  public  in  th^t' 
|r«ty  Parliament.    Thofe  who  doubted  this  might  xcflcdt  on 
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i^he  fteps  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  by  whom  they  were  now  abufed,  now,  merely, 
becaufe  there  was  no  other  excufe  for  the  apoftacy  of  thefe  two 
j}retenders  to  public  principle.  It  was  a  miferable  attempt  to 
^all  otF  the  public  attention  from  their  former  profedions,  and 
to  enable  them  to  continue  in  office  at  the  expence  of  the  Pub- 
Jic,  {Here  he  entered  into  an  account  of  all  the  meetings  held 
j^t  the  Thatched  Houfe  in  the  year  1782,  under  the  aufpices  of 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
For  thefe  accounts  fee  the  report  of  the  debate  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  on  the  Proclamation.]  He  added  other  inftances  of 
the  fame  nature  to  prove  the  abfurdity  as  well  as  injufticc  of 
complaining  of  the  mode  and  time  of  bringing  this  fubjeft  of 
reformation  forward.  The  truth,  be  faid,  was,  that  there 
was  no  difference  ^s  to  the  manner  of  bringing  this  forward, 
.^d  that  adopted  by  tlie  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  As  to  the  time,  if  there  was  any  diffe- 
rence, it  was,  that  the  prcfent  was  a  time  of  tranquillity,  and 
ibe  other  was  a,  time  of  tumult.  As  to  the  parties,  indeed, 
there  w:as  a  great  difference.  Tl^  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ^d  ^he  Duke  of  Richmond  might  promife  the  public  any 
thing,  and  retrsiSt  it  at  their  plcafure,  ahd  preferve  their  con- 
iiftency,  for  their  confiflency  was  nothing  more  than  a  feries  of 
deception  on  the  Public,  and  in  this  they  were  only  a£lin^  in 
jcharader^  But  the  Friends  of  the  People  had  pledged  their 
charafter  to  go  oa  with  their  plan  of  reform  in  the  reprefen- 
tation  of  the  people  in  ParliamejF^t.  They  mufl  proceed  ;  for 
they  h^d  not  the  prefcription  of  pledging  themfclves  to  do  a 
'thing  which  they  might  afterwards  defert.  The  noble  Duke 
might  do  ^s  he  pleafed.  H^  had  once  been  a  gr^  friend  to  a 
.parliamentary  reform^. and  called  on  the  people  to  aflert  their 
jrights*  Now  he  w^,s  ito  be  at  the  head  of  a  camp  formed  t;o 
oyecawe  the  people  of  this  country,  and  particularly  the  inhabi- 
tants of  this  metropolis. 

•   Upon  the  laughter  of  fome  noble  Lord,  jLord  Lauderdale 

here  laid,  ^VThe  noble  Lord  is  pleafed.to4augh;  perhaps  he 

.  knows  of  fame  fecret  enemy  ;  of  fome  |^}ace  <4  iavaiipn  ;  of 

ibme  infbnnation  of  hoftile  purpofes  in  pt)i^,(;^ntries,  whijoh 

:  Miniflers^  in  their  pmdencey  b^ve  npt  i<:^i(iunicated,to  us." 

Iii'givinsrtbc  conuoafid^of  4^  csmp  VQ^tk^  Qifaftf  j^kbrnflfdy 
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ii  apoftdcy  could  juftify  promotion,  Minifters  were  Well  jufti- 
fied ;  for,  perhaps,  in  the  whole  lift  of  public  apoftates,  there 
<:ould  be  found  none  equal  to  the  noble  Duke,  if  the  name  of 

General  Arnold  was  previoufly  erafed  from  it 

*  The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  called  upon  their  Lordfhips  to 
put  a  ftop  to  fuch  impertinent  language.  He  waS  ready  to  bear 
with  any  forenefs  which  the  noble  Earl,  in  his  peculiar  fituation, 
might  feel ;  but  when  he  proceeded  beyond  the  bounds  of  de- 
cency, he  hoped  the  Houfe  would  interfere  *• 

♦  AFFAIR  of  HONOUR  between  the  DUKE  of  RICHMOND 

and  the  EARL  of  LAUDERDALE. 

In  confcquence  of  a  very  fttong  expreffion  made  ufe  of  by  the  moft 
noble. Duke  to  the  Earl  of  Lauderdale,  in  the  debate  on  Thurfday  laft, 
we  underftand  that  his  Lordlhip  fent  him,  the  following  day,  by 
Mr.  Grey,  ameflage,  purporting  that,  in  conftquencc  of  the  feverity 
which  he  ufed  towards  the  public  con^uft  of  the  noble  Duke,  he  (thfc 
noble  Earl)  expe(fled  that  his  Grace  would,  in  his  anfwer,  hiivegone 
to  as  nnich  feverity  of  reply  as  the  rules  and  decorum  of  debate  would 
permit  him.  But  that  he  had  gone  infinitely  beyond  this,  and  had 
made  ufe  of  an  expreflion  unjuiUiiable  among  gentlemen.  He  de- 
mandedj»  4herefore,  that  his  Grace  (hould  retrad  this  expreffion. 

The  noble  Duke  refufed  to  make  any  conceilion,  and  faid,  he  was 
ready  to  give  the  noble  Earl  the  meeting  immediately,  Mr.  Grey  faid 
he  was  inftru^d  to  tell  the  noble  Duke,  that  if  he  did  not  comply 
with  the  demand.  Lord  Lauderdale  would  expedl  to  meet  him  the 
next  morning,  but  he  could  not  undertake  to  fix  a  Ineeting  without 
again  confulting  his  Lordfhip,  fooner  than  that  time.  A  meeting 
Was  accordingly  fixed  for  the  next  morning  on  the  Edgeware  Road. 

In  the  evening  Mr.  Grey  received  a  letter  from  Colonel  Phipps, 
intimating  that  he  had  hopes  the  affair  might  be  amicably  fettled,  and 
that  the  noble  Duke  would  not  perfifl  in- the  expreffion,'  if  Lord  Lau- 
derdale would  fay  that  the  allufions  in  his  fpeech  were  all  to  the  public 
political  conduft  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  not  to  his  private 
charadkr. 

Mr.  Grey  {aid,  he  could  at  once  anfwer  for  his  noble  friend,  that 
his  allufions  were  all  to  the  public  conduct  of  the  noble  Duke,  for 
they  were  exprefsly  declared  io  to  be  in  his  place  at  the  time. 

Thefe  gentlemen  afterwards  met,  and  Colonel' Phipps  brought  a 
paper  from  the  Duke,  .which  dated  that  warm  expreffions  had-  paffed 
DCtween  the  two  noble  Peers,  and  that  a  difcuffion  having  taken  plaoc^ 
and  Lord  Lauderdale  having  declared  that  his  expreffions  alluded  only 
to  the  public  condu^  of  the  noble  Duke  on  the  queflicn  then  under 
confideration,  he,  the  noble  Duke,  did  not  perfiit  in  his  expreffioa 
to  Lord  Lauderdale. 

This  paper  being  (hewn  to  Lord  Lauderdale,  he  objedled  to  two 
material  pafla^es  in  it. — ifl.  That  it  fbould  be  dated,  that  on  his 
diredl  demand,  a  difcuffion  had  taken  place — ^and  ^d.  That  his  ex- 
preffions of  feverity  againft  the  noble  Duke,  were  not  Confined  to  his 
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Lord  LAUDERDALE  proceeded,  and  faid  that  he  knew 
of  no  indifcrction  that  he  had  been  guilty  of,  or  any  tranfgref- 
fion  againft  the  order  of  debate  ;  if  there  was  any  complaint  td 
be  made  againft  him,  he  was  perfeSly  ready  to  defend  himfelf. 
In  fa&  Minifters  were  aftuated  by  mcannefs  and  by  malice  iii 
their  prefent  conduft.  Their  views  were  to  divide  their  op- 
ponents as  a  party — but  that  was  a  fruitlefs  attempt,  and  the 
impotence  of  it  was  too  apparent  to  merit  notice.  They  were 
a  party  that  had  done  much  for  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
pbtained  them  many  advantages;  they  were  a  party  that.had 
exerted  itfelf  in  the  caufe  of  the  peoplci  finee  the  time  of  bring- 
ing forward  the  Irifli  propofitions,  to  the  defeat  of  the  Ruffian 
armanient,  and  the  laft  bubble  of  the  finking  fiind.  Here  hid 
Lordihip  paid  fome  handfome  compliments  to  the  Diike  of 
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|>oIiticaI  conduft  on  the  particlilat  qileftiori  of  parliamehtary  refirmi 
out  generally  to  his  public  political  conduct ;  and  he  wifhed  them  f(j 
to  be  underilood. 

The  paper  was  altered  agreeably  to  the  demand  of  the  noble  Earl ; 
and  the  affair,  which  was  drawn  out  tp  very  near  the  time  appointed 
for  the  meeting  in  the  field,  was  happily  fettled* 

* ^  In  dating  the  above  matter,  we  are  fully  fenfible  of  its  deli- 
cacy, and  of  the  importance  of  the  flightcft  deviation  from  the  precife 
truth*  We  have  delivered  it  to  the  Public  faithfully  from  the  report 
in  the  upper  circles,  as  it  has  been  fo  much  the  fubjed  of  Gonverla- 
tion. 

The  above  account  appeared fiNi  in  the  Mofning  Chronicle ; 
the  following  was  afterwards  publijhed  in  all  the  papers: 

We  have  authority  to  give  the  following  authentic  ftatemerit  of  tK^ 
reflilt  of  the  late  tranfadhon  between  the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  the 
Earl  of  Lauderdale : 

Some  ftrong  expreffions  having  taken  place  in  the  debate  on  Thurf- 
day,  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  Lord  Lauderdale  requefted  an  expla- 
nation of  an  expreflion  ufed  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond;  and  a  dif- 
cuffioB  having  taken  place  on  the  fubje^,  Lord  Lauderdale  declared, 
that  the  expreffions  ufed  by  him,  applied  folely  to  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's public  conduft,  and  that  he  meant  nothing  in  any  refpeft  per- 
fonal  to  his  Grace's  private  charader.  The  Duke  of  Richmond,  on 
bis  part  declared,  that  he  did  not  perfid  in  the  terms  he  ufed  to  Lord 
X-auderdale,  thofe  expreffions  having  been  fuggeiled  folely  by  the  idea 
of  his  private  chara^er  having  been  attacked, 

A  meeting  afterwards  took  place  between  Lord  Lauderdale  ana 
General  Arnold,  on  the  iji  of  July  ^  but  terminated  without  ahj 
unpleafant  (onfe^uences  to  either*  party ^ 
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Portland,  Mr.  Fox,  and  other  Members  of  the  party  to  which 
he  alhided,  and  then  proceeded  to  take  notice  of  the  functions 
of  that  Houfc,  as  the  hereditary  advifers  of  the  Crown,  and 
made  many  excellent  remarks  on  the  propriety  of  not  only  not 
difhirbing,  b\Jt  of  taking  pains  to  prevent  difturbance  in  the 
public  mind.  He  concluded  with  obferving,  that  notwith- 
{landing  all  the  abufe  that  had  been  bellowed  upon  the  Friends 
of  the  People,  there  were  none  who  were  more  eager  for  the 
welfare  of  the  people.  He  then  moved  an  amendment,  to 
the  fame  efFeft  with  that  moved  in  the  other  Houfe  by  Mr. 
Grey. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  rofc  to  defend  himfelf  from 
the  charge  of  inconfiftency,  which  the  noble'  Earl  had  made 
againft  him.  His  opinions  were  not  altered  oa  the  fubjeft  of 
reform  from  what  they  were  at  the  period  alluded  to ;  but  when 
the  difference  of  circumftances  was  attended  to,  he  thought  he 
would  be  in  no  danger  to  leave  the  determination  on  his  con- 
fiftency  to  the  Houfe — for  he  maintained  the  caufes  which  in- 
duced h'ltn  to  adopt  thefe  principles,  and  fupport  a  parliamen- 
tary reform  in  1782,  were  fuch  as  deterred  him  at  the  prefent 
time  from  bringing  forward,  or  wifliing  for  any  meafure  of 
that  nature.  With  regard  to  the  quotation  that  had  been  made 
from  what  were  his  words  on  a  former  occafion,  he  muft  re- 
mind the  noble  Earl,  that  the  fpeech  quoted,  was  fpoken  in 
reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  a  noble  Marquis  (Lanfdown), 
who  had  wiflied  to  revive  the  negative  of  the  Crown.  He  did 
not  confider  the  proclamation  as  direfted  particularly  againft 
the  Aflbciation  of  which  the  noble  Lord  avowed  himfelf  to  be 
one  ;  but  as  far  as  it  had  any  allufion  to  that  fociety,  he  was 
notfurprifed  that  the  noble  Lord  felt  fore  on  the  fubjeft,  cfpe- 
cially  when  he  was  obliged  to  confefs  that,  in  ailing  with 
them,  he  was  under  the  neceffity  of  differing  with  many  of  his 
befl  friends,  who  were  adverfe  to  all  fuch  proceedings.  He 
approved  much  of  the  manner  in  which  Minifters  had  come 
forward  with  the  proclamation,  by  making  themfelves  refpon- 
fible  for  the  meafure,  and  then  afking  the  opinion  and  appro- 
bation of  Parliament  upon  what  they  had  done,  which  was  cer- 
tainly a  better  and  more  manly  way  than  if  they  had  previoufly 
obtained  the  approbation  of  Parliament,  and  (hifted  refponfx- 

bility  from  themfelves^  by  adling  under  that  fanflion  ;  and  he 
Vol.  XXXIIL  ^P 
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owned  he  did  not  expcft  that  there  would  have  been  any  attempt 
taade  to  blame  Minifters  for  that  conduct,  particularly  as  they 
had  the  Opinion  of  mod  of  the  leaders  of  oppofition  on  their  fide. 
He  thought  the  wifdom  of  all  reforms  depended  much  upon 
their  being  well  timed ;  and  this,  of  all  others,  he  conceived  to 
be  the  mod  improper  time  to  agitate  fuch  queftions.  He  did 
not  mean  to  afcribc  any  bad  intentions  or  motives  to  the  Aflb- 
ciation,  but  he  really  thought  their  meafures  had  a  dangerous 
tendency,  by  the  efFe£ls  they  might  produce  on  the  public  mind 
at  this  jundure.  He  defcribed  what  he  confidered  to  be  the 
unalienable  rights  of  men,  but  would  not  admit  that  individuals 
were  Judges  of  that  point.  He  agreed  with  Mr,  Burke  that 
no  reform  was  proper  except  it  was  neceflary,  and  made  this 
diilindion  between  the  reform  which  he  had  fupported,  and 
that  now  propofed  by  the  Affbciation.  Then  the  country 
{failed  for  reform,  now  the  Aflfociation  called  upon  the  country 
to  fupport  them  in  doing  it,  by  (lirringup  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  difconlcnts  and  jealoufies,  of  which  they  themfelves 
"were  perfeftly  ignorant.  He  declared  that  he  was  ftlll  as  much 
for  a  moderate  reform  in  the  reprefentation  of  the  Conimons 
as  ever,  provided  the  people  called  for  it ;  but  they  were  too 
wife  to  think  this  the  proper  time*  The  conduft  of  the  Aflb- 
ciation  was,  in  his  nund,  prejudicial  to  every  thing  like  tem- 
perate reform,  and  in  its  attempts  and  tendency  might  prove 
dangerous  to  the  State.  In  the  fird  inftance  they  do  not  agree 
amongft  themfelves,  which  is  abfolutely  neceflary,  if  their  ob- 
jed  is  to  do  good  ;  they  complain  loudly  of  grievances,  but 
oflfer  no  (jpecific  remedy,  rior  do  they  (late  any  one  propofition ; 
the  country,  he  faid,  if  it  called  for  reform,  would  not  be 
pleafed  with  a  little  tinkering  up  of  the  conditution ;  the 
people  would  infift  upon  a  direft  fyftem  of  relief  from  the  griev- 
ances they  fufFer.  From  this  mode  of  condufting  the  Aflbcia- 
tion,  the  real  friends  to  reform  were  obliged  to  differ  with  them 
in  almoft  every  thing  they  did.  But  it  was  not  againft  doftrines 
of  reform  that  the  proclamation  pointed,  for  what  they  heard 
moft  of  now-a-days,  was  not  a  wife,  temperate,  and  falutarjr 
reform,  but  a  total  fubverfion  of  all  Government,  here  and 
every  where  elfe ;  and  he  declared  he  had  no  doubt  but  there 
were  foreign  emiflaries  hired  in  this  country  for  that  pUrpofe, 
and  he  really  believed  that  Paine  came  under  that  defcription. 
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At  any  rate  he  was  warranted  in  faying  fo  from  his  fecond  book, 
•where,  amongft  other  wild  and  dangerous  do<5lrines,  he  fays, 
that  the  navy  of  this  country,  to  which  it  owes  fo  much  of  its 
fecurity  and  profperity,  fliould  be  done  away.  He  again  main- 
tained his  confiftency,  by  wifliing  for  a  temperate  reform, 
though  not  at  the  prefent  time,  and  concluded  by  giving  his 
hearty  fupport  to  the  proclamation  and  addrefs,  as  neceffary  and 
wife  meafures. 

LonJ  HAY  approved  of  the  proclamation,  though  he  had 
not  thb  ^ood  fortune  to  agree  in  approving  the  general  conduj^ 
and  meafures  of  Adminiftration.  They  would  have  beea 
guilty  of  neglefl,  had  they  not  taken  this  flep,  not  only  when 
fuch  publications  were  circulated,  but  when  focicties  met,  and 
daringly  avowed  and  recommended  to  the  people,  principles 
fubverfive  of  all  regular  and  eftabliflied  Government. 

The  Earl  of  SUFFOLK  fupportcd  the  proclamation  as  ne- 
ceffary and  proper. 

The  Duke  of  PORTLAND  faid,  that  he  muft  always  feel 
hurt  on  any  occafion  where  he  found  himfelf  obliged  to  differ. 
from  thofe  whom  he  generally  had  the  happinefs  and  honojjjr  to 
aft  with,  and  with  whom,  on  account  of  their  great  talei>t$ 
and  many  virtues  in  public  and  private  life,  he  trufted  he  would 
long  continue  to  be  connefted  in  bonds  of  the  ftrifteft  har- 
mony and  friendfhip.  Haying  premifed  this,  it  became  hini 
to  ftate  his  reafons  for  approyiqg  of  the  proclamation,  and 
giving  his  aflcnt  to  the  addrefs.  He  approved  of  it,  not  as  cal- 
culated  to  fow  diftruft  and  divifion  among  thofe  with  whom  he 
had  the  honour  of  afting  on  public  affairs,  but  at  a  time  wheQ 
many  fpeculative  doftrines  were  abroad,  as  calling  on  men  to 
be  on  their  guard  againft  being  inconfiderately  carried  gway  by 
a  fpirit  which  no  man  revered,  or  wifhed  to  cherifb,  more 
than  he — the  fpirit  of  liberty* 

Earl  SPENCER  thought  the  proclamation  a  necelTary  mca- 
fure,  and  being  a  profeffed  admirer  of  the  conftitution,  confi- 
dcred  every  attempt  to  innovate  upon  it  as  dangerous,  for  he 
was  fure  that  no  conftitution  could  be  framed  fo  well  calculated 
to  preferve  to  hs  that  happinefs,  and  thofe  ineftimablc  bleflings 
which  we  at  prefent  enjoy. 

The  Marquis  TOWNSHEND  faid.  My  Lords,  it  is  my 
cuftoQi  t(j  detain  your  LrQldihips  but  a  (hort  time  ;  and  the  pre- 
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fcnt  fubjeS,  I  conceive,  will  admit  of  it ;  for  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  knew  of  more  abfurdity  than  the  prefent  doiSlrines  con- 
tain, which  have  produced  fuch  alarm,  and  which  have  o<rca- 
fioned  this  proclamation.  They  defeat  themfelves  ;  and  when 
we  confider  that  they  are  renounced  by  that  body  called  the 
Whig  Club,  (of  which,  though  I  am  no  member,  I  hope  I 
may  affert,  from  principle  and  conduS,  an  hereditary  clahn) 
and  when  I  refleft,  that  even  from  the  latter  fociety,  fome  of 
the  moft  diftinguifhed  charafters  for  conftitutional  principles 
and  property  have  differed,  there  is  a  difunion  on  this  tremen- 
dous fubjeft,  which  muft  defeat  the  bad  confequences  appre- 
hended ;  but,  my  Lords,  I  will  juft  animadvert  fhortly  on 
what  we^ confider  as  the  moft  captivating  part  of  the  intended 
reform — annual  Parliaments,  and  that  every  individal  is  to  have 
a  right  in  the  eleftion  of  reprcfentatives.  The  propounders 
have  not  reflefted  upon  the  time  which  the  deciding  contefted 
eleftions  requires  ;  it  is  now  three  years  of  this  Parliament,  and 
they  are  not  determined.  This  imprafticability  is  the  princi- 
pal argument  for /eptennial  Parliaments  ;  and  if  the  additional 
number  of  voters  propofed  was  to  take  place  by  this  improve- 
ment of  the  conftitution,  an  annual  Parliament,  we  (hould  have 
no  Parliament  at  all,  but  a  democratic  Government  in  the 
ftreets.  But  let  us  advert  to  what  the  prefent  freeholders,  far- 
mers, and  induftrious  manufafturers,  who  have  acquired  by 
induftry  this  conftitutional  privilege,  would  think,  by  being 
equalized  with  the  loweft  clafs  of  the  community,  many  of 
whom,  though  they  c^n  neither  write  nor  read,  are  yet  to  dif- 
ccrn  the  qualifications  of  their  reprcfentatives.  Another  mode 
of  reform,  is  a  divifion  of  the  large  farms  into  fmall  ones,  and 
reftoring  them  to  their  original  ftatc  of  poverty  ;  of  courfe,  as 
we  know  that  the  improvement  of  land  is  produced  by  a  fyftem 
of  alternate  cultivation  and  manure^  this  is  to  render  things 
cheaper.  In  this  cafe,  the  leafes  with  the  farmers  are  to  be 
broke,  and  they  are  ta  be  reduced  to  hufbandmen.  '  THe  laft 
capital  abfurdity  which  muft  ftrike  every  body,  is  an  equalizing 
of  property,  by  Which  all  emulation,  and  every  motive  to  in- 
duftry or  education  is  fupprefled.  1  will  dwell  no  longer  on 
this  fubjed,  but  only  repeat  that  thefe  abfurdities  being,  as  I 
faid,  renounced  by  the  refpefliable  Members  of  the  aflbciated 
reform,  I  could  only  have  wiflied  (as  I  am  far  from  thinking 
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but  that  fomc  parts  of  the  fuperftrufture  of  this  excellent  con- 
ftitution  might  be ,  improved,  though  I  by  no  means  wifli  to 
tamper  with  its  foundation)  that  gentlemen  of  this  fociety,  re- 
fpeftable  for  their  talents,  property,  and  independence,  had 
brought  forward  for  the  public  confideration  its  defefts,  and 
the  remedies  they  propofed,  inftead  of  inviting  the  difcuflion 
at  large  of  every  indigent,  illiterate,  and  difcontented  mind, 
the  prey  of  ambition,  or  political  enthufiafm,  from  whofe  in- 
fluence nothing  can  be  expefted  but  fuch  a  fcene  as  now  pre- 
vails in  a  late  rival  nation.  Reform  has  had  its  advocates  alfo 
from  perfons  in  high  offices  here,  and  at  a  proper  feafon  and 
hour  of  tranquillity  and  deliberation,  may  be  highly  beneiiciaK 
There  is  but  one  article  of  the  prefent  propofitions  of  refor- 
mation, which  has  any  claim,  in  my  opinion,  to  our  refpeft  ; 
that  is,  the  complaints  of  the  diffipation  and  bad  example  of  the 
higher  ranks,  whofe  extravagance  and  abufe  of  the  Sabbath,  by 
feftivities  and  gambling,  I  muft  agree,  however  I  may  offend 
thereby,  that  fuch  examples,  whilll  we  execute  the  laws  upon 
our  inferiors  for  tippling  on  a  Sunday  in  an  alehoufe,  muft  be 
provoking  to  them,  and  detrimental  to  the  community,  .and  I 
w;(h  it  were  noticed  in  the  proclamation.  If  this  proclamation 
be  intended  to  warn  the  promoters  of  confufion  againft  the  con- 
fequences  which  may  follow,  it  has  my  concurrence  ;  for,  af- 
ter the  mifchiefs  to  be  expedled  from  this  tumultuous  mode  of 
reform,  it  is  but  right  its  promoters  (hould  know  that  they  arc 
not  to  expe£t  the  fame  lenity.  I  muft  obf^rve  upon  this  pro- 
clamation, that  His  Majefty  requires  all  Chief  Maglftrates, 
Sheriffs,  and  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  to  fupprefs  all  riots  and  tu 
mults  attempted  to  be  raifed  on  any  pretext  whatever.  Now, 
my  Lords,  it  is  with  fome  fatisfadlion  I  hear  that  they  are  to 
have  the  ^ower  to  call  in  aid  the  military  force,  if  the  emer- 
gency requires  it.  The  poffe  commitatis  was  the  original  and 
conftitutional  refource  on  thefe  occafions,  but  that  neither  is 
what  it  was,  nor  what  it  ought  to  be  ;  if  the  High  Sheriff,  or 
Magiftratc,  with  five  or  ten  conftables,  cannot  repel  a  number 
of  infurgents,  or  perhaps  he  may  procure  fome  more  aid,  but 
nothing  adequate  to  thofe  extenfive  riots  which  happen  in  large 
manufafturing  towns,  he  may  ad,  but  the  confequenc^  may 
be,  the  deftrudion  of  his  houfe,  and  perhaps  family,  as  well 
as  the  dcvaftation  of  what  he  attempts  to  proteft,  before  he 
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can  be  Aipported  by  the  military,  if  he  is  to  fend  to  Govern- 
ment for  it — two  or  three  days  lapfe^  during  which  the  plun- 
der takes  place,  and   on  the  arrival  of  the  troops  the  rioters 
dlfperfe,  frequently  with  impunity,  or  at  moil  not  above  two 
or  three  of  the  culprits  are  executed  ;  whereas,  on  the  contrary, 
if  the  Magiftrate  is  authorifcd  to  fend  for  the  troops  immedi- 
jitcly,  he  has  only  to  place  himfelf  in  front,  with  the  civil  offi- 
cers, and  read  the  proclamation,  whilft  the  military  may  fur- 
Tound  the  mod  audacious,  and  a6l  as  the  neceflity  requires.     I 
am  happy  to  be  informed,  my  Lords,  that  at  this  period,  when 
fo  much  is  required  from  the  Maglftrates,  that  this  eflential 
fupport  is  given>  upon  their  making  the  application,  and  Hat- 
ing, under  their  hands,  the  fituation  and  emergency.     The 
late  havock  at  Birmingham,  and,  above  all,  the  difgraceful 
and  tremendous  fituation  of  the  metropolis,  when  the  property 
and  lives  of  the  citizens,  and   the  honour  of  both  Houfes  of 
Parliament,  was  at  the  mercy  of  the  rabble,  will  never  be  for- 
gotten ;  when  the  Guards  were  encamped  in  one  Park  for  the 
proteftion  of  the  Palace,  and  your  Militia  in  the  other  for  that 
of  the  Capital. 

The  Earl  of  ABINGDON  faid,  he  would  fupport  the  pro- 
clamation,  bccaufe  he  thought  it  was  right,  and  could  not  be 
attended  with  any  bad  confequences.  He  gave  notice  of  fome 
motion  which  he  meant  to  make  next  feffion,  relative  to  re- 
form, though  not  in  the  way  propofed  by  the  AlTociation. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWN  faid,  he  was  aftonifhed  at 
the  perufal  of  the  prociarftation,  and  expefted  to  hear  fome  rea- 
fons  affigned  for  a  meafure  fo  unprecedented.  He  did  expeft 
to  hear  it  alledged  that  Magiftrates  had  been  found  culpably 
negligent  of  their  duty>  and  that  the  Minifters  had  taken  mea- 
fures  to  punifli  them  for  their  negleft — or  that  the  municipal 
power  of  the  country  was  fo  much  decayed,  that  time  and  ihc 
progrefGve  change  of  all  human  things  had  rendered  it  ineffi- 
cient, and  that  a  fubftantial  remedy  was  intended  to  be  applied. 
Something  of  this  fort  he  expefted  to  hear ;  but  no  fuch  reafon 
was  aifigned  for  it  in  the  firft  inftance — no  fuch  meafure  was 
fuggefled  to  follow  it  up*  To  tnift  the  peace  of  the  country 
and  thfirfuppreilion  of  riots  in  all  cafes  to  military  aid,  was  nei- 
teer  wife  nor  dignified.  The  army  was  a  fit  and  worthy  in- 
ftrument  of  defence,  when  wc  were  all  united  againft  a  com- 
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moo  enemy ;   but  in  internal  difturbances  it  was  both  danger- 
ous and  infufficient.     It  was  dangerous,    becaufe  where  the 
people  were  tainted  with  a  fpirit  of  infurreSion,  what  fecurity 
had  they  that  the  military  might  not  be  fo  too  i     Where  they 
■Were  greatly  divided  in  opinion ,   who  could  anfwer  for  the 
conduft  of  the  army,  or  even  promife  what  fide  it  would  take? 
It  was  infufficient,  becaufe  it  never  could  be  fo  numerous  as 
to  cover  all  parts  of  the  country  at  once,  and  while  it  was  em- 
ployed to  quell  a  riot  in  one  ex*tremity  of  the  kingdom,    the 
fame  fpirit  of  infurreftion  might  break  out  in  another.  ,  To 
keep  men  dependant  on  a  military  force  for  the  protedlion  of 
their  lives  and  properties,  was  a  daftardly  expedient.     It  was, 
impoflible  to  fay  to  what  an  abjeft  fituation  men  might  be  re- 
duced if  kept  unarmed,  if  accuftomed  always  to  look  to  others, 
for  that  which  they  ought  to  be  enabled  to  do  for  themfelves. 
He  (hould  therefore  have  expefted  that' when  apprehenfions  of 
popular  difturbances  were  fo  alarmingly  ftated,    wholefome 
municipal  conflitutions  would  have  been  given  to  Birmingham, 
Manchefter,  and  other  populous  towns — not  fuch  conflitutions 
as  the  new  Police  bill  was  to  eftablifti  for  Weftminfter — ^God 
forbid — but  fuch  conflitutions  as  would  enable  thofe  who  had 
property,    who  had  .an  intereft  in  the  public  peace,    to  defend 
it,  under  proper  authority,  againft  all  who  wiflied  to  plunder 
the  one,  or  diflurb  the  other.     This  was  no  doftrine  of  wild 
democracy — it  was  a  doftrine  fet  forth  by  an  ariflocratic  au- 
thor, M.  D'Argenfon,  in  a  book  which,  to  his  furprize,  did 
not  appear  to  have  been  tranflated  into  our  language.     The 
author,  who  had  an  employment  in  the  police  of  Paris,   and 
might  therefore  be  fuppofed  to  have  fome  knowledge  of  the 
fubje£l,    recommended  this  mode  of  maintaining  the  public 
peace.     He  vi^as  aftoniflied  at  the  mixed  motives  and  conftruc- 
tive  danger  on  which  their  Lordfhips  were  called  upon  to  ap- 
prove of  the  proclamation — much  more  at  finding  it  fuppofed 
to  glance  at  an  Affociation  lately  inftituted  for  the  purpofe  of 
reform.     The  principles  of  that  AiTociation  had  been  fupported 
and  enforced  by  Members  of  the  prcfent  Cabinet.     One  of  the 
moft  diftinguifhed  Members  of  the  Cabinet  had  called  upon 
him  tp  run  the  rllk  of  facrificing  the  adminiftration  of  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  make  a  part,    to  the  fupport  of  thofe  very 
principles  of  reform.     To  thofe  principles  he  verily  believed 
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that  adminidration  had  fallen  a  faCrifice.     And  he  had  too 
high  an' opinion  of  the  perfon  to  whom  he  alluded  (Mr.  Pitt), 
too  ftrong  a  fcnfe  of  his  honour,  and  proud  adherence  to  con- 
fiftency,  to  hcjieve,  that  he  could  approve  of  any  mea'fure  that 
tended  to  throw  difcredit  on  principles  which  he  himfelf  had 
once  profelFed !     The  motive  which  then  induced  that  right 
honourable  gentleman,  with  whom  he  heartily  concurred,  to 
Hand  forward  as  the  advocate  of  reform,  was,    the  increafed 
and  increafmg  influence  of  the  Crown.     Did  not  that  influence 
ftill  exid  ?     Was  it  not  greatly  increafed  ?     Was  it  not  aug- 
mented by  penfions  in  Ireland,  by  penfions  in   Scotland,  by 
additions  to  the  civil  lift,  by  feparate  provifions  for  the  branches 
of  the  Royal  Family.     He  was  far  from  blaming  thofe  provi- 
fions.    They  were  an  expence  to  which  the  country  would  al- 
ways contribute  with  pleafure,  and  with  pride.     Nor  would 
he  fay  of  the  civil  lift,   as  was  faid  of  the  navy  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.    "  that  it  was  an  excellent  wooden  leg  to  go  a 
"  begging  with  to  Parliament."    But  not  only  was  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Crown  increafed  in  thefe  refpedls  to  the  amount  of 
near  half  a  million  annually,    but  an  immenfe  addition  was 
made  to  it  by  the  whole  civil  and  military  patronage  of  India, 
that  patronage  itfelf,    increafed  by  the  commutation  a£t,  and 
othep  regulations  much  more  certain  in  their  operation  to  this 
efFeft  than  to  the  benefit  of  the  country.     What  then  had  oc- 
curred to  give  them  confidence  ?     That  Parliament,  in  it's  prc- 
fent  ftate,  was  iri  no  danger  from  this  increafed  influence  of  the 
Crown  ?     Had  the  tranfadlions  of  1 784  given  any  groynd  for 
fuch  confidence  f     Had  the  late  armament  againft  Ruflia  laid  a 
bafis  for  it  ?     On  that  occafion  it  was  univerfally  admitted,  and 
even  argued  in  defence  of  the  Minifters  of  the  Crown,    that 
they  had  been  compelled  to  abandon  a  meafure  in  deference  to 
the  known  fcnfe  of  the  people,    after  receiving  every  encou- 
ragement to  perfevere  in  it  that  Parliament  could  give.     Here 
then  was  a  very  recent  inftance  of  Tarliament  fpeaking  a  lan- 
guage dircflly  contrary  to  that  of  the  people,  the  ftrongeft  ar- 
gument for  the  necefllty  of  reform,   and  where  was  the  reafon 
for  abandoning  it  ?     The  times,  it  was  faid,    were  unfeafon- 
able.     What  more  unfeafonable  than  wfien  it  was  formerly. 
aLTitated,  when  Ireland  was  armed,  and  almoft  in  a  ftate  of  in- 
furre£lion  ?     He  remarked  on  the  danger  of  men  renouncing 
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their  principles  ;  that  Lord  Bath,  from  being  the  greateft,  had 
become,  from  this  caufe  alonci  almoft  the  leaft  confiderable  mart 
in  the  kingdom  ;  that.from  a  regard  toconfiftency,  Lord  Chat- 
ham had  been  obliged  to  go  on  with  the  German  war,  after  het 
difapproved  of  it,  and  toncluded,  that  the  prefent  Minifter^ 
with  air  his  coolnefs,  and  with  all  his  prudence,  could  not  get 
rid  of  that  for  which  he  was  once  fo  ftrenuoufly  an  advocate^ 
by  pleading  that  the  time  was  unfeafonable.  No,  he  mud 
feel,  if  he  valued  his  reputation,  that  he  muft  continue  to  pro- 
mote it,  as  he  himfelf  felt  that  he  muft  fupport  him  in  it.  To 
impute  improper  motives  to  thofe  who  had  now  embarked  in 
the  fame  caufe  was  ungeAetous  and  uncandid.  He  had  little 
knowledge  ofany  of  them  but  one  (Mr.  Grey)  the  fon  of  an 
old  and  niuch  refpeftcd  friend ;  and  him  he  knew  to  have  an 
hereditary  claim  to  honour  and  integrity,  to  every  virtue  that 
entitled  a  man  to  folicit  the  confidence  of  his  fellow-citizens. 
It  was  cruel  in  thofe  who  had  themfelves  fupported  the  very 
fame  principles,  to  clafs  fuch  men  with  thofe  who  wifliedto 
overturn  the  conftitution .     It  was  faid  that  there  was  no  know- 

^ 

ing  where  the  reformers  would  ftop,  that  if  they  obtained  a 
moderate  reform,  they  would  contend  for  a  reform  indefinite^ 
and  inconfiftcnt  with  the  principles  of  the  conftitution.  Was 
this  a  decent  mode  of  arguing?  If  he  was  indebted  to  a  man 
in  I  col.  would  it  be  proper  to  fay  when  aflked  for  it,  "  I  will 
*^  not  pay  you  this  lool.  becaufe  if  I  do  you  will  aflc  me  for 
*^  another ;  and  there  is  no  knowing  where  your  demands  will 
**  end."  Surely  the  proper  way  would  be  to  pay  firft  what 
was  due,  and  refift  with  firmnefs  the  demand  of  what  was  not. 
This  he  underftood  to  be  the  principle  of  the  Aflbciation,  for 
they  faid  that  when  a  moderate  reform  was  obtained  they  would 
make  a  ftand  againft  all  farther  demands.  For  that  declara- 
tion he  thanked  them,  and  heartily  concurred  with  them  in  it. 
A  noble  Duke  had  adverted  to  a  former  declaration  of  his  on 
reviving  the  negative  of  the  Crown.  He  was  not  difpofed  to 
fhrink  from  any  thing  he  had  faid  on  that  fubjeft.  His  mean- 
ing was,  that  the  other  branches  of  the  Legiflature  being  re- 
ftored  to  what  they  ought  to  be,  he  flipuld  think  it  neceflary  to 
reftore  the  negative  of  the  Crown.'  Even  as  things  now  were 
he  (hould  advife  the  direft  and  open  exercife  of  that  negative, 

for  which  they  who  advifed  it  would  be  refponfible  in  prefer** 
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ence  to  the  indire£t,  unavowcd  exertion  of  influence,  to  which 
no  refponfibility  could  be  attached.     He  fhould  have  thougfit 
it  much  more  becoming  the  dignity  of  the  Crown,  and  the  pu- 
rity of  the  conftitution,  to  have  put  a  flop  to  the  India  bill,  by 
a  dire6):  negative,    than  by  fuch  means  as  were  pretty  well 
known  to  have  been  employed  to  get  rid  of  it.     If  any  attempt 
fliould  every  be  made  to  overturn  the  conftitution,  of  which  (bf 
many  fears  were  felt  or  aflPeSed,  he  was  convinced  that  a  noble, 
and  almoft  unanimous  concurrence  of  the  people  in  its  defence 
would  effe(Elually  defeat  fuch  a  wild  attempt.  He  complimented 
Lord  Lauderdale  on  his  fpeech,  with  which  he  faid,  he  agreed 
in  almoft  every  point.     He  obferved  on  the  dignity  which  the 
Houfe  derived  from  the  prefence  of  fo  many  branches  of  the 
Royal  Family,  and  the  importance  of  their  fupport,  to  any  ad- 
miniftration,  or  to  any  public  meafure ;  but  added,  that  if  they 
ihould  fet  themfelves  in  oppofition  to  public  opinion,  that  opi^ 
Tiion  would  be  aiTerted  with  greater  ardour,    and  infifled  on 
with  more  perfeverancc  on  that  very  account.     In  like  man- 
ner, if  the  ariftqcracy  (hould  join  themfelves  with  the  Crown 
againO;  the  people,  the  latter  would  only  be  more  forcibly  led 
to  unite  in  aflerting  their  own  rights.     He  could  not  help  no- 
ticing the  contradidlions  that  had  occurred  in  the  debate. — 
Some  noble  Lords  faid,  the  people  were  frf  happy  that  it  was 
idle  to  talk  to  them  of  reform ;  others  that  they  were  fo  difcon- 
tented,  that  however  wife  reform  might  be  at  other  times,  it 
was  now  pregnant  mith  danger.     Some  faid  that  they  would 
jigree  with  the  majority  of  the  people  whenever  they  (hould 
apply  for  a  reform,  or  even  an  alteration  of  their  government  \ 
and  others  that  they  would  refift  innovation  in  whatever  (hape 
it  might  appear.     They  could  not  all  be  right,  and  only  ihcwed 
that  they  had  paid  more  attention  to  their  concludon  than  to 
their  arguments.    A  noble  Duke  had  talked  of  French  emifla- 
ries  employed  to  introduce  anarchy  into  this  country,  and  ex- 
preffed  his  belief  that  Mr.  Paine  was  paid  for  that  purpofe.    If 
the  noble  Duke  knew  of  any  fuch  perfons,  it  was  his  duty  to 
have  them  apprehended  and  punifhed ;  he  would  not  furely  wifli 
to  afperfea  man  who  was  faid  to  be  already  under  profecut ion. 
Let  the  law  be  enforced  againft  all  fuch  perfons,    if  any  fuch 
there  were  5  but  don't  let  their  Lordfliips  bring  vague  charges 
againft  the^  French^    vrho  had  diiEculties  enow  to  ftruggle 
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with  already.  He  trufted  he  fhould  never  fee  anarchy,  or  any 
thing  like  anarchy,  introduced  into  this  country ;  as  little  did 
hcwifli  to  fee  it  engaged  in  feconding  the  combination  of  Kings 
againft  fubjeSs,  the  power  of  arras  againft  the  progrefs  of  rea* 
fon.  ,On  this  fubjeft  he  had  never  been  without  his  apprehen- 
iions  fince  our  interference  in  the  affairs  of  Holland.  It  was 
wife  and  meritorious  to  prevent  that  country  from  becoming 
the  dependant  of  France ;  but  when  he  looked  at  the  fort  of 
interference  employed  for  that  purpofe,  his  mind  recoiled  from 
the  view,  while  he  appziov^  of  the  end,  he  could  not  but  con- 
demn the  means.  In  fuen  an  interference  in  the  internal  af- 
fairs  of  any  country,  he  hoped  this  nation  would  never  more 
be  concerned.  Let  us  be  content  with  the  profperity  which 
was  pouring  faft  upon  us^  from  the  diftreifes  and  confudon  of 
other  countries ;  let  us  not  feek  to  augment  it,  by  indirect: 
means.  If  feditious  writings  were  difleminating  among  the 
people,  in  God's  name  let  them  be  profecuted.  We  had  got, 
in  the  opinion  of  a  noble  Lord,  all  doubts  removed  on  the  law 
of  libels,  he  wiihed  he  could  fay  as  much,  and  that  th6  bill  to 
that  effed  were  fairly  through  the  Committee,  and  the  Houfe, 
as  unmutilated  as  it  ought  to  be.  But  at  all  events,  let  the  law 
have  its  fair  and  unbiaiTed  courfe.  Let  them  not,  by  procja* 
mations  and  addrefles,  brand  writings  as  feditious,  on  which 
no  fuch  judgement  had  been  pronounced.  Let  them  nut  do 
that  for  which  a  perfon  had  been  lately  convidled  and  impri- 
fbned.  Let  them  not  attempt  to  prejudice  the  minds  of  juries, 
and  prevent  them  from  giving  fuch  decifions,  as  their  plain 
and  impartial  underftanding  of  any  paper  laid  before  them,  as 
libellous  or  feditious,  would  dictate.  Of  the  proclamation  be 
difapproved  entirely.  It  was  not  calculated  to  intimidate,  but 
to  provoke,  not  to  quiet  but  to  alarm  ;  to  irritate  if  there  was 
a  viper  in  the  country ;  if  a  toad,  to  call  it  forth. 

Lord  GREN VILLE  faid,  it  was  his  duty  to  fpeak,  and  he 
thought  it  the  duty  of  every  noble  Lord  in  that  Houfe  to  de- 
liver his  fentiments  upon  fo  important  a  fubje£t.  He  und«r-> 
took  to  fupport  the  occaiion,  objeS,  and  tendency  of  the  pro- 
clamation,  but  before  he  proceeded^  he  complimented  highly 
the  noble  Marquis  on  the  manner  in  which  he  opened  the  de- 
bate, and  when  added  to  this,  he  could  draw  their  attention  to 
that  fort  of  countenance,  which  the  motion  had  met  with  from 
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an  illuftrious  perfonnage,  he  ought  to  apologife  ,for  fpeajcirig 
at  all ;  fuch  a  teftimony  of  attachment  and  zeal  for  the  cojifti- 
tution  of  this  country,  and  the  profperity  of  the  people,  tnuft 
warm  the  bread  of  every  Englifliman  who  heard  it,  and  was 
the  ftrongeft  aifurance  and  fatisfa£tion  to  the  people  at  large, 
-  that  they  might  long  expeS:  a  continuance  of  that  profperity, 
and  thofe  eflential  Weffings,  which  they  have  enjoyed  fince  thp 
acceffion  of  that  illuftrious  family  to  the  Throne  of  England. 
He  thought  the  Houfe  might  be  called  alrooft  unanimous  on 
the  queftion,  and  that  the  conduct  of  thofe,  who,  though  not 
in  the  way  of  agreeing  generally. with,  the  meafurcs  of  the  pre- 
fent  admmiftration,  came  forward  with  their  approbaiion  and 
advice,  did  them  the  higheft  honour,  and  deferved  the  thanks 
of  the  country.  He  faid,  on  the  very  face  of  the  proclamation 
it  was  evident  what  occafioned  it;  for  it  mentioned  that  fedir 
tious  writings,  &c.  had  been  induftrroufly  circulated  among  all 
ranks  of  people,  and  from  the  ftyle  in  which  they  are  written,  • 
are  not  fo  much  an  appeal  to  their  judgement  as  to  their  paf- 
fions,  and  have  a  tendency  to  irritate  and  enflame  their  minds* 
If  it  was  afked,  whether  the  proclamation  was  iffued  upon  that 
contemptible,  trivial,  and  libellous  work  of  Paine's,  he  would 
anfwer — No  ;  for  he  thought  it  the  mpft  deficieixt  and  foolifli 
publication  that  could  be  printed ;  but  there  v^ere  many  others- 
in  circulation,  and  thofe  were  followed  up  by  focieties  and 
meetings  avowedly  inculcating  their  principles,  which  are  no- 
thing (hort  of  a  total  fubverfion  of  every  known  and  wife  fyfteiix 
of  Government :  they  had  not' even  flopped  here,  but  had  dif- 
f<*minated  their  feditlous  purpofes,  by  attempts  to  excite  by 
hand-bills,  mutiny  and  diforder  amongft  the  army  and  navy  ; 
when  they  had  come  to  this  pitch,  would  any  man  fay  that 
Minifters  ought  to  remain  inaftive,  pr  that  it  was  unnccefiary 
for  the  executive  Government  .to  interfere  ?  certainly  not ;  the 
danger  might  eafily  be  averted  in  the  beginning,  but  would 
prove  great  and  ferious  if  neglefted. 

There  was  one  point  more  to  be  noticed  concerning  th<rfe 
proceedings,  and  that  was,  their  cprrefponding  'with  foreiga 
countries,  which,  in  his  opinion^  aggtavatied  the  crime.  He 
did  not  wi(h  to  introduce  the  French  revokitipa  into  the  de- 
bate ;  but  \\p  frpely  gave  his  opinion,  that  no  pr6fit  could  be 
derived  to  this  country  from  any  interference  in  die  ai^rs  c^ 
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France,  He  mentioned,  that  as  far  as  he  was  concerned  in 
advifing  the  proclamation,  he  would  contend  for  the  wifdom 
and  neceflity  of  the  meafure,  and  highly  proper  to  come  from 
the  King,  as  father  of  his  people  ;  and  this  he  thought  was 
fufficient  to  vindicate  the  meafure  from  the  afperfion  of  its  be- 
ing a  party  trick  to  difunite  friends  who  were  generally  the  op* 
pofers  of  Adminiftration.  If  the  queftion  was  afked,  whether 
it  was  meant  againft  the  AfTociation  of  which  a  noble  Lord  was 
a  member,  he  would  anfwer,  it  was  not ;  for  he  had  not  feen 
.  in  any  of  their  writings  or  declarations  yet,  any  thing  that  could 
come  under  the  defcription  mentioned  in  the  proclamation  ;  at 
the  fame  time  he  muil  fay,  that  however  proper  their  motives 
might  be,  their  conduft  had  a  dangerous  effect,  by  giving  bold-r 
fiefs  and  encouragement  to  others  not  fo  well  di fpofed,  who, 
under  the  fanclion  of  agreeing  with  them,  had  parpofes  of  a 
yery  different  nature  in  contemplation.  He  then  replied  to 
what  had  beenfaid  refpeftlng  the  inconfiftency  of  his  friends  on 
the  fubjedl  of  reform.  The  noble  Duke  had  fairly  defended 
himftif,  but  his  honourable  friend  had  been  attacked  in  his  ab- 
fence  ;  and  here  he  went  into  a  defence  of  Mr.  Pitt's  confift- 
lency,  fimilar  to  that  which  had  been  employed  by  the  Duke  of 
Richmond ;  they  were  both  pledged  to  a  temperate  reform^ 
when  the  time  came  that  it  could  be  efFefted  with  fafety  to  this 
country,  which  this  was  not.  He  then  dwelt  for  fome  time 
Upon  the  contents  of  a  paper  which  had  been  circulated  about 
Yarmouth,  and  over  the  county  of  Norfolk,  holding  out  to  the 
labourers  and  manufacturers,  that  if  a  reform  in « Parliament, 
was  cifc£tcd,  their  taxes  would  be  taken  off,  and  their  wages 
^nd  price  of  kbour  raifed  ;  and  if  thefe  were  not  alarming 
publications  to  be  difperfed  in  a  maiiuCa£luj;'ing.tpwn,  he  did 
not  know  v\fiiat  were.  Thcfe  reformers  Ifkewife  indqlgetl 
themfelves  vnth  the  hopes' of  introducing  an  Agrarian  law,  by- 
dividing  the  land  equally.  He  by  no  means  afcribed  thefe  doc- 
trines to  the-Aifociation,  but  knew  they  were  propagated  by 
people  who  p^etjended  fo  Imve  the  fame  objeft  in  view  i  and  he 

t 

owned  he  h:id  ^jatertained  fears  of  this  fort  from  the  .firft  notice 
of  t}>e  Airociaiipii  that  was  given.  He  faid,  the  proclamation 
was  certainly  for  one  piupo/'^  f^t* which  many  -b^d  blamed  i^ 
it  was  intended  to  excjte  %l^nis  atfiongft  the.  p^ople^  and  to 
p^ution  them  againft  receiving  fuch  dodrines,  as  well  as  to  put 
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Magrdrates,  and  thofe  in  authority,  in  mind  to  do  their  duty. 
It  recommended  very  properly  confidence  in  Parliament,  and 
calling  upon  Magiftrates  to  aflert  the  executive  Government, 
with  information  that  there  was  nothing  in  that  duty  which 
ought  to  draw  upon  them  the  opprobrious  names  of  informers 
and  fpies  ;  if  any  thing  could  render  the  fyftem  of  efpionnagc 
neccflary,  it  would  be  the  doSrines  of  thofe  who  oppofed  the 
proclamation.  Upon  thefe,  and  a  variety  of  other  grounds, 
which  he  recapitulated  at  great  length,  he  oppofed  the  amend- 
ment, and  was  for  the  original  addrefs. 

Lord  RAWDON  felt  it  his  duty  to  deliver  his  opinion  on 
the  prefent  queftion,  but  in  fo  doing,  he  trufted  that  he  (hould 
not  find  it  neceflary  to  detain  their  Lordfliips  very  long,  as  the 
fubjeft  had,  in  his  opinion,  received  an  ample  di feu ffion.  His 
Lordfliip  thought  the  queflion  ought  to  be  argued  on  its  own 
grounds,  without  any  refpeft  to  what  opinions  might  have  been 
entertained  on  it  by  individuals,  however  high  their  authority. 
He  went  into  a  fliort  hiftory  of  the  origin  of  parliamentary  re- 
prcfentation,  in  which  his  Lord(hip  evinced  an  intimate  know- 
ledge of  the  hiftory  of  this  country  ;  the  objeS  of  this  detail 
was,  to  fhew  that  this  reprefentation  was  obtained  by  aflbcia- 
lion  ;  but  he  begged  leave,  at  the  fame  time,  to  call  the  atten- , 
lion  of  their  Lordfliips  to  the  circumftances  under  which  the 
Barons  united  on  that  occafton  ;  in  all  queftions  of  this  nature, 
times  and  circumftances  were  to  be  weighed  and  compared 
with  wifdom  and  moderation  i  under  this  impreflion,  and  on  a' 
due  comparifon  of  circumftances,  he  found  himfelf  authorifed 
to  vote  for  the  addrefs ;    it  Wj^s  a  fenfible  faying  of  an  Irifh 
Judge,  called  in  thofe  days  a  Brehon,    when  he  was  confulted 
bn  a  change  in  the  oral  laws  of  that  country,  that  it  was  better 
to  leave  the  people  in  poiTeflion  of  thofe  laws,  with  which  they 
were  acquainted,  than  to  introduce  thofe  with  which  they  might 
perhaps  never  be  acquainted.  ^ 

He  did  not  doubt^  but  feveral  fober-minded  perfons  might 
have  been  induced  to  think  lefs  lightly  of  the  ftate  of  reprefen- 
tation from  the  circumftance  of  the  Ruffian  vrzr ;  but  notwith- 
ftanding  he  was  averfe  to  that  propofitioh,  particularly  on  the 
ground  of  that  queftion  of  blind  confidence  with  which  it  was 
<arried>  he  would  candidly  confc6  that  it  ought  not  to  have  aH 
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that  weight  in  an  argument  of  the  nature  the  Houfe  was  then 
called  upon  to  difcufs. 

He  did  not  think  that  a  reform  in  Parliament,  if  ever  ob- 
tained without  any  dangerous  confeqences,  would  have  all  the 
good  effeft  that  was  held  out  as  the  neceflary  confcquence  of 
it.  He  conceived,  if  any  ftep  was  neceflary,  that  it  fhould  be 
fomething  that  would  lead  to  a  greater  attention  in  Parliament 
to  the  voice  of  the  people  out  of  doors — for  he  was  firmly  of 
opinion  that  the  fentiments  of  people  duly  collefted  ought  to 
have  their  due  weight  in  that  Houfe  and  elfewhere* 

His  Lordfhip  was  of  opinion,  that  the  beft'  mode  of  counter- 
iafting  any  writings  againft  the  conftitution  would  be  to  pub- 
lilh  to  the  fubj^ft  at  large  the  confiftency  and  excellence  of 
that  conftitution,  and  at  the  fame  time  to  convince  the  people 
of  that  excellence  by  the  pureft  adminiftration  :  asLng  as  thofc 
good  efFefts  fliould  be  felt,  all  thofe  writings  would  lofe  their 
eflfeiSs,  the  poifon  of  the  theories  which  they  held  out  would 
meet  with  a  fuccefsful  antidote  in  the  praSice  of  the  Admini- 
ftration.  It  Ihould  be  the  praSice  of  executive  Government 
to  convince  the  people,  that  their  intereft  and  that  of  the  Pub- 
lic were  infeparable  ;  that  it  was  not  for  the  fole  benefit  of  the 
ftrft  Magiftrate,  that  limited  monarchy  was  inftituted ;  but 
that  the  chief  end  of  the  inftitution  was  for  the  public  benefit. 
When  a  melancholy  event  rendered  the  agitation  of  this  quef- 
tion  neceflary,  he  had  prefled  this  argument  with  much  earneft- 
nefs  to  their  Lordftiips  ;  he  warned  them  to  take  care,  left, 
that  by  attempting  to  cripple  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown, 
they  (hould  not  hold  out  an  infinuation  to  the  people,  that  the 
office  of  firft  Magiftrate  was  inftiftited  folely,  or  in  a  very  confi- 
derable  degree,  for  the  advantage  of  that  firft  Magiftrate ;  his 
Lordftiip  adverted  to  the  conftitutional  language,  which  their 
Lordlhips  had  the  pleafure  of  hearing  fall  that  night  from  the 
lips  of  an  illuftrious  perfon  (the  Prince  of  Wales) ;  he  thought 
that  language  muft  give  a  very  confiderable  degree  of  fatisfac- 
tion  to  every  perfon  who  was  well  affefted  to  our  prefent  happy 
form  of  Government.  Se\'eral  perfons  had  figned  their  names 
to  the  Aflbciation,  who  were  conneded  with  that  illuftrious 
,  perfonage  juft  alluded  to ;  this  was  an  additional  proof  of  the 
freedom  with  which  they  afted  under  that  conncAiun,  which 
might  be  fuppgfed  to  influ^^^ce  their  conduit. 
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A  noble  Marquis  fLanfdowne),  had  ftated,  that  by  an  union 
of  opinion,  in  lupport  of  the  addrefs,  it  might  feem  to  the 
Public,  that  that  Houfe  fupported  it  as  an  ariftocratic  body^ 
but  he  could  not  bring  himfelf  to  be  of  that  opinion.  He  did 
not  fee  how  they  could  be  called  an  atiffocratic  body  on  that 
account,  in  the  general  acceptation  of  the  word  ariftocracy. — ► 
He  knew  of  no  pre-eminence  the  Members  of  that  Houfe 
claimed  over  their  fellow-fubjefts,  unlefs  it  was  in  the  dif- 
charge  of  their  duty. 

He  hoped  that  the  Members  of  the  AfTociation  would  with- 
draw themfclves,  when  they  refledled  on  the  confequences  ;  it 
could  not  be  any  manner  of  reproach  to  them  \  the  principles 
on  which  they  had  united  were  fuch  as  moderate  men  might 
fi:bfcribe  to,  if  the  limits  could  be  afcertained  with  certainty, 
but  this  was  more  than  the  Aifociation  could  do  ;  nay,  they 
did  not  themfelves  pretend  to  it ;  they  proreflTcd  to  follow,  not 
to  force  the  public  opinion,  confequently  they  could  not  fay, 
wixh  any  degree  of  moral  certainty,  how  far,  confidently  with 
their  own  refolutions,  that  public  opinion  would  lead  them. 
At  prefent,  he  w^as  certain  it  would  not  lead  them  far ;  he 
thought  they  ought  to  flop,  when  they  knew  where  to  llop, 
V.  ith  credit  to  themfclves,  and  with  faiety  to  the  public  tran- 
quillity. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  faid,  he  muft  differ  In  this  queftion 
from  his  noble  friend  (the  Earl  of  Lauderdale) :  the  proclama- 
tion did  not  at  all  refer  to  him,  nor  to^thofe  with  whom  he  was 
connefted.  His  noble  friend  thought  there  was  no  danger. — ■ 
He  could  not  help  being  of  a  very  different  opinion.  If  fuch* 
opinions  as  had  been  lately  propagated  in  this  country  had  been 
produdlive  of  fo  much  anurchy  and  confufion,  and  of  fo  much 
mifcxy  and  diftrefs  in  a  neighbouring  kingdom,  which  the  in- 
habitants of  Britain  had  beheld  with  horror  and  concern,  how 
could  any  man  prove  that  the  fame  opinions  might  not  produce 
the  fame  efF;:fts  in  this  country  ?  It  was  impoflible.  He  be- 
lieved the  good  fenfe  of  the  people  of  this  country  would  pre- 
vent them  from  ever  going  to  very  great  lengths.  But  when 
once  the  paffions  of  men  were  excited,  and  a  fpirit  of  reforitt 
had  once  fairly  taken  place,  who  could  lay  to  the  waves  of  the 
fea,  "  Hitherto  ihalt  ttiou  go  and  no  farther."  He  knew  of 
no  fuch  power  in  this  country,  and  therefore  it  w^as  extremely 
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material  that  every  man  in  the  kingdom  fliould  be  put  upon  his 
guard. 

Lord  STORMONT  faid,  if  hehad  fpoke  earlier  in  thedc- 
bate,  he  might  have  gone  into  fome  of  the  topics  which  had 
been  more  ably  handled  by  the  honourable  Secretary  of  State^ 
but  which  he  had  the  vanity  to  fay  had  occurred  to  him, 

Hd  fhould  not  touch  on  any  of  thefe  particulars,  and  fhould 
detain  the  Houfe  but  a  few  minutes.  It  had  been  dated,  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  prefent  (late  of  the  country  to  alarm 
any  perfons  but  hungry  courtiers  and  thofe  who  lived  on  the 
plunder  of  the  people.  This,  his  Lordfhip  completely  refuted, 
and  (hewed,  in  the  cleared  and  mod  diftin£t  manner,  that  not 
t)nly  hungry  courtiers,  but  every  man  of  property,  an<}  every 
man  who  had  any  thing  to  lofe,  was  anxious  to  preferve  our 
conftitution,  under  which  we  enjoyed  fo  many  bleflings,  ra^ 
ther  than  to  run  any  rifle,  by  Venturing  on  a  reform  fuggefted 
by  wild  theories  and  fpeculations.  His  Lordihip  concluded  with  , 
declaring,  that  he  decidedly  and  clearly  approved  of  the  ad* 
drefs. 

Lord  KING  adverted  to  the  riots  in  the  year  1780,  and  faid 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lauderdale)  muftfeel  hiimelfvery  much 
hurt  by  this  circumftance. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  explained,  and  faid  he  did 
XiQt  feel  himfelf  hurt.  That  nothing  that  had  been  advanced 
that  night,  touched  upon  any  argument  that  he,  or  thofe  wha 
were  conne^edwith  him,  had  brought  forward.  His  reafoA 
for  rifing  was  to  reply  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  who  had  not 
faid  one  word  that  tended  to  clear  himfelf  or  Mr.  Pitt  frood 
the  charge  of  inconfifteocy  which  he  had  eftabliihed  again^ 
them. 

Lord  Lauderdale's  amendment  was  negatived  without  a  dU 
vifion.     The  original  motion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

Proteft  againft  the  Addrefs  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  to  Hi$  Ma* 

jefty,  on  the  Proclamation. 

Becaufe  I  thihk  the  honour  and  dignity  of  Parliament  trifle^ 
with,  by  a  folemn  call,  without  any  adequate  caufe,  and  upoo 
flight  pretences,  to  makeunnecelfary  profeiBons  of  attachment 
to  the  conftitution,  and  of  zeal  for  His  Majedy's  Government^ 
and  to  concur  in  applauding  His  Majefty's  Mioifters  for  adviA< 

VoT     YVYTTT  ol? 
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ing  this  extraordinary  meafure  of  a  Royal  proclamation,  and  a. 
recurrence  to  the  authority  of  Parliament ;  a  meafure  not  called 
for,  and  which  appears  to  me  much  more  calculated  to  awake 
caufelefs  apprehenfions,  and  excite  unneceflary  alarm  among  a. 
people  afFeftionate  to  the  King,  and  obedient  to  the  laws,  than^ 
to  anfwer  any  of  thofe  falutary  purpofes  for  which  alone  Mi- 
nUlers  fhould  prefume  to  ufe  the  Royal  name  and  authority. 

Becaufe  thofe  writings  which  His  Majefty's  Minifters'novr 
confider  as  likely  to  difturb  the  public  peace,  and  excite  dan- 
gerous tumults,  and  of  which  the  profecution  is,.,  on  a^  fudden, 
deemed  by  them  indifpenfable  to  the  prefervation  of  order,  and 
the  fecurity  of  Government,,  have  been  permitted  for  a  confi- 
derable  time  part  to  be  openly,  and,  asisafferted,  induftrioufly 
diileminated  throughevery  part  of  the  kingdom  ;  and,  therefore,. 

^  if  the  principles  thus  propagated  be  fo  fubverfive  of  all  order^ 
and  deftruiSive  of  all  Government,  and  are  at  the  fame  time  fo 
unfortunately  calculated  to  make  a  rapid,  alarming  and  fatal 
progrefsin  the  minds  of  a  peaceable  and.enlightened  people,  as 
Minifters  have,  in  debate,  maintained,  it  would  well  become 
the  care  and  wifdom  of  Parliament^  inftead  of  committing  its 
authority  in  the  meafures  cf  executive  Government^'  and  taking 
part  in  the  ordinary  execution  of  the  laws,  to  inquire  why  fo 
important  a  difcovery  was  not  made  at  an  earlier  period,  and  why 
the  Minifters  have  fb  long  permitted  the  falutary  terrors  of  the 

,  law  to  fleep  over  offences,  the  profecution  of  which  fo  highly 
imported  the  public  fafety. 

Becaufe,.  if  it  be  expedient  to  punifh  the  authors  and  pub- 
liOiers  of  feditious  writings,  I  think  it  the  province  of  the  exe- 
cutive Government  to  determine  upon  that  expediency,  and  to 
put  the  law  in  motion  ;  and  I  cannot  but  cpnfider  as  pernicipus 
in  its  example,  and^unconftitutional  ia  its  principle,  the  pre- 
fent  attempt  made  by  the  Minifters  to  flieltcr  themfelves,  juf- 
tify  their  conduft,  and  cover  what,  according  to  their  argu- 
irftent^  has  been  their  criminal  negligence,  by  a  meafure  of  Par- 
liament. I  believe  the  laws  to  be  fufficiently  efficacious  for 
the  puniftunents  of  fuch  offenders  as  are  defcribed  in  the  Royal 
jproclamation,  and  I  fee  no  reafon  why  Parliament  {bouTd  take 
from  His  Majefty's  Minifters  any  part  of  the  refponfibility 
which  apperjtains  to  their  ftations,  of  advifin^  the  Crown,,  and 
diredling  its  Law  Officers  as  to  the  fit  fejifonsand  proper  occa^ 
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fions  on  which  any  of  the  law,  for  prefcrving  the  public  peace 
Ihould  be  enforced  ;  nor  can  I  obferve,  without  exprefling  my 
marked  difapprobation,  that  the  confidence  which  the  Public 
ftill  place  in  the  wifdomand  integrity  of  Parliament,  notwith- 
Handing  all  the  attempts  made  by  the  prefcnt  Mtnifters  to  de- 
ftroy  it,  is  inHdioufly  laid  hold  of  by  them  to  create  public  pre- 
judice,' and  excite  public  indignation  againft  thofc  who  are  re- 
prefened  as  obnoxious  to  the  laws,  and  objedls  of  profecution. 
A  fenfe  of  juftice  might  have  taught  the  Minifters,  that  to  fair  , 
and  impartial  trials,  uninfluenced  by  any  previous  declaration,  * 
unprejudiced  by  any  previous  interference  of  Parliament,  even 
the  authors  and  publifhers  of  thofe  writings  that  have  at  laft 
awakened  the  attention  of  Minifters,  arc  entitled  ;  and  a  fenfe 
of  decorum  fliould  have  reftrained  them  from  leflTening  the  dig- 
nity, and  committing  the  honour  of  Parliament,  by  tnaking 
it,  indireftly  indeed,  but,  to  the  common  fenfe  of  mankind, 
obvioufly,  a  party  in  public  profecutions,  which  Parliamentis 
thus  made  to  fanftion  and  direft,  and  on  which  tliis  Houfe, 
in  the  higheft^  and  laft  refort,  may  have  to  Tit  in  the  impartial 
and  uninterefted,  but  awful,-  charadler  of  Judges. 

Becaufe,  in  this  meafure  by  which  Minifters  in  efFeft  confefs 
and  recor4, their  paft  inattention  to  tlie  dangers  which  they  now 
deprecate,  and  their  prefent  inability  ^o  difcharge  the  ordinary, 
duties  of  their  ftation  without  the  extraordinary  aid  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  Public  cannot  fail  to  perceive  that  weaknefs  and  in- 
efficiency in  His  Majefty's  Councils,  which  are  more  hurtful 
to  the  true  Interefts,  and  more  derogatory  from  the  juft  autho- 
rity of  Government,  than  any  imaginary  progrefs  which,  with 
great  injuftice  to  a  loyal  people,  Minifters  attribute  to  thqprin-  - 
ciples  aiferted  in  the  writings  of  which  they  complain.       ' 

Becaufe,  when  I  confider  how  long  the  Minifters  have  viewed 
with  unconcern  the  circulation  of  thofe  opinions,  at  the  confe- 
quence  of  which  they  now  afFeft  to  be  alarmed,  and  when  I 
recolleft  that  of  all  thofe  focieties  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining 
a  reform  in  the  reprefentation  of  the  people,  and  mentioned  in 
the  debate,  one  only,  is  of  recent  origin,  I  have  but  too  much 
reafon  to  believe,  that  under  whatever  form  they  have  difguifed 
their  defign,  the  real  objeft  of  Minifters  has  been  to  fubjeft  to 
fufpicion,  and  diftruft  the  principles,  mifrepreient  the  views, 
sttid  calumniate  the  intentions  of  that  Aflbciatiou  of  reipcftablc 


49*  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

perfons  lately  formed  for  purpofes  the  moft  virtuous  and  con- 
flitutional,  upon  principles  the  moft  pure  and  difmtereftecl,  to 
be  purfued  by  means  the  moll  legal  and  peaceful ;  wielding  no 
weapons  but  thofe  of  truth  and  reafon  ;  ufmg  no  efforts  but 
thofe  of  argument,  unfupported  by  party  ;  appealing  only  to 
the  fenfe  and  judgement  of  a  public  deeply  interefted  in  theob* 
jefls  of  their  purfuit,  and  not  prefuming  to  demand  any  per- 
fonal  credit  but  what  may  be  derived  from .  their  fteadinefs, 
confiftency,  and  integrity,  ,This  focioty  appears  to  be  the 
only  one  which  has  excited  the  jealoufy  of  thofe  Minifters 
from  whom  juftice  has  extorted  an  admiffion  in  debate,  that 
nothing  offenfive,  or  even  improper,  has  proceeded  from  it,. 
Of  thofe  Minifters,  fome  of  whom  have  themfelves  engaged, 
•  but  to  a  much  greater  extent,  and  upon  much  broader  prin- 
ciples in  the  profecution  of  the  fame  general  objefts,  the  at- 
tainment of  which  they  declared  not  only  indifpenfable,  but 
almie  capable  of  preferving  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and  per- 
petuating the  bleffings  of  the  conftitution  ;  but  which  objefts, 
with  the  peaceful  poiTeffioh  cf  power  and  emolument,  they 
have  long  negleded  and  loft  fight  of,  and  now,  at  laft,  in  the  • 
face  of  the  Public,  in  defiance  of  the  moft  folem  engagements, 
unbluftiingly  abandon.  Such  are  the  Minifters  who  have  pre- 
sumed to  ufe  the  Royal  name  and  authority  to  a  proclamation, 
by  which  infinuating  the  exiftence  of  dangers,  of  which  even 
fome  of  their  moft  confidential  friends  have  declared  their  dif- 
belief,  they  vainly  hope  to  divert  the  attention  of  a  difcerning 
public*  from  their  apollacy  from  principles,  and  their  derelic- 
tion of  opinions  which  paved  their  way  to  power,  and  for 
which  thdy  ftood  deliberately  and  repeatedly  pledged  to  a  gene- 
rous, confiding,  and,  at  laft,  deluded  people. 

Becaufe,  if  the  objefts  of  that  Aifociation  thus  particularly 
aimed  at  by  His  Majefty's  Minifters  were  not  exprefsly  jufti- 
fied  by  their  former  principles  and  profeffions,  as  the  aft  itl'elf 
of  affociating  topurfue  thofe  objefts  is  fandlioned  by  their  for- 
mer condufl  and  example,  I  fliould  ftill  fee  nothing  in  it  to 
difcommend,  but  much  to  applaud.  A  moderate  and  temperate 
reform  of  the  abufes  of  the  conftitution  is  due  to  the  people, 
who  being  on  their  part,  juft  to  the  monarchical  and  ariftocra-  • 
tical  blanches  of  the  conftitution  ;  who  commit  no  invalion  of 
the  rights,  and  feek  no  abridegemcnt  of  the  powers  of  either. 
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are  entitled  to  have  their  owni  fliare  in  the  legiflation  of  their 
country  freed  from  the  unjuft  ufurpation  of  others,  andtopof- 
ft'fs  iininvadedy  and  to  exercife  uncontroled  by  the  other 
branches  of  the  Government,  ihofe  rights,  which  this  happy 
conftitution  in  the  matchlefs  excellence  of  its  principled  has 
folely  and  exclufively  allotted  to  the  people.  A  r/sform  of  fuch 
a  charaSer  and  defcription  niay  lelfen  the  means  and  diminiih 
the  opportunities  of  corrupting  legiflation  both  in  its  fource  ^nd 
in  its  progrefs  j  it  may  reduce  the  influence  by  which  unconfti* 
tutional  Minifters  prefer\'e  their  power,  but  it  will  fave  the 
nation  from  their  profuflon,  and  perpetuate  that  conftitution 
which  all  equally  profefs  to  venerate.  Such  a  reform,  I  be- 
lieve, cannot  with  perfect  fafety  be  long  delayed— the  more 
readily  and  chearfuUy  thofe  rights  which  belong  only  to  the 
people,  are  reftored  by  thofe  who  at  prefent  in  too  many  in- 
ftances  poflefsand  exercife  them,  the  more  firm  and  eftabliflicd 
will  be  the  prefent  happy  form  of  our  Government,  the  more 
fafe  from  rifle  and  danger  will  be  the  juft  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  peculiar  acknowledged  hereditary  privileges  of 
this  Houfe. 

LAUDERDALE* 

Friday y  iftjune. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Libel  bill,  having  been  moved  and  read,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  left  the  woolfack,  and  Lord  Cathcart  took 
his  feat  at  the  table.  ^ 

The  firft  claufe  that  follows  the  preamble  having  then  been 
read  a  firft  time, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  before  the  claufe^ was 
read  a  fecond  time,  he  wiftied  to  fubmit  to  their  Lordfliips  the 
necefliity  of  fo  amending  the  bill,  as  to  make  it  conformable  to 
what  its  principle,  if  any  principle  it  had,  pretended  to  be. — 
His  Lordfliip  then  contended  for  the  doftrines  he  had  ftated  in 
the  former  debate  on  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill ;  juftified 
the  learned  Judges  for  the  opii>ion$  they  had  delivered  ;  aflert- 
cd  that  the  bill  would  go  oiit  of  the  Houfe,  a  parliamentary 
conde  nnation  of  the  o  inions  aiid  ruk'  of  pradlice  whic}i  they 
had  entertained  and  aded  upon  in  purfuance  of  the  exiample  of 
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iheir  anccftoTs,  who  had  for  ages  entertained  and  a£led  upon 
the  fame  ;  and  that  the  effect  of  the  bill,  with  refpeft  to  them,  . 
would  be  Jhc  fending  them  down  to  their  circuits  this  fummer, 
to- put  the  King's  proclamation  in  force,  loaded  with  the  re- 
proach of  having  miftaken  and  mifapplied  the  law  of  England 
with  re fpeft  to  libels,  and  a  variety  of  other  analagous  points* 
ot  legal  difpute  that  came  before  them.  / 

He  next  difcufled  the  diftiniSlion  betv/cen  the  do6l;rines""of 
law  which  he  had  ever  been  taught  to  believe  to  be  found  doc- 
trines, and  thofe  infifted  on  by  the  fupporters  of  the  bill.  He 
cited  precedents  from  the  law  book  ;  put  the  cafe  of  the  trial  of 
an  ailumpfit,  as  he  had  done  before ;  and  recapitulated  the 
whole  of  the  arguments  that  had  been  urged  by  Lord  Kenyon 
and  himfelf  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate.  In  the  mention  of  the 
cafe  of  Owen,  he  faid,  Mr.  Ford,  a  lawyer  of  high  charafter 
and  great  ability,  had  lent  himfelf  fo  wholly  to  his  client,  that 
he  addrefled  the  jury  in  an  extraordinary  manner,  and  infilling 
that  the  fa£t  and  certain  other  points  were  abfolutely  neceffary 
to  be  proved,  which  every  profeffional  man  knew  were  not  ne- 
ceffary to  be  proved  at  all,  the  jury  found  a  verdift  of  Not 
Gliilty  4  on  which  the  Judge  afked,  if  they  did  not  believe  that 
the  faft  was  proved  ?  when  the  jury,  afhamed  to  confeft  that 
they  did  not,  faid,  their  verdift  was  Not  Guilty,  and  thatver- 
•dift  they  would  abide  by. 

His  Loxdfliip  faid,  he  was  unfortunately  old  enough  to  re- 
member that  trial,  though  not  then  at  the  bar,  and  he  well  re- 
collefted,  that  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Ford  was  in  Weftmfnfter 
Hall  univerfally  reprobated.  In  particular,  in  a  converfation 
which  he  had  held  at  the  time  with  Mr.  Wiimot,  afterwards 
Chief  Juftice  Wiimot,  and  another  Counfer of  eminence,  they 
'  ihook  their  heads,  anci  expreffed  furprife  that  a  man  fo  conver- 
iXnt  in  law  as  Mr.  Ford,  Ihould  have  been  led  fo  to  influence  a 
jury.  He  termed  the  arguments  that  had  been  advanced  in 
oppofition  to  thofe  ufed  by  himfelf  and  Lprd  Kenyon,  very  ex- 
traordinary arguments  indeed. 

He  obferved  upon  feveral  parts  of  them,  and  particularly 
took  notice  of  Lord  Loughborough's  declaration,  That  //Wwas 
an  undefined  word,  not  known  by  the  criminal  laws  as  a  tech- 
nical term,  and  always  explained  by  an  inuendo,  as  feditious^ 
fatfe^  fcandalous,  &c.     He  was  a  little  furprifed  at  this,  a^' 
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Lord  Coke  had  both  defined  and  defcribed  it..  Libel,  accord- 
ing to  Lord  Coke,  was  an  abridged  tranflation  from  the  Latin 
lihellus  famojus y  ratZTnugfcriptura  famofay  or  writing  fixing  aii 
imputation  of  a  fcurrilous  fort  upon  another  man.  JBi^t  evea 
if  libel  had  been  a  word  of  art  or  technical  term  not  mentioned 
in  an  indiftment  or  information,  that  ^mounted  to  nothing: 
as  in  the  cafe  of  larceny  ;  every  man  knew  what  larceny 
meant,  and  yet  the  word  larceny  never  appeared  in  an  indid- 
ment. 

As  the  bill  flood  at  prefent,  it  was  negative  merely,  and  only 
direfted  the  Judge  what  he  Ihould  not  do  ;  whereas,  to, make 
out  its  principle,  it  ought  eit;hcr  to  declare  or  ena6l  what  he. 
Ihould  do,  and  not  leave  him  at  a  lofs  as  to  the  duty  that  was 
expefteci  at  his  hands.  Their  Lordfhips,  he  infifted,  were 
bound,  fmce  they  took  upon  them  to  give  new  powers  to  ju- 
ries, to  inftruft  the  Judges  how  they  ought  to  aft  ;  and  there- 
fore, on  the  mere  ground  of  making  the  bill  confident,,  he 
moved  that  the  words  "  that  the  Judge  ftateto  the  jury  thele- 
^^  gal  efteft  of  the  record,"  be  inferted  in  the  claufe. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  faid»  he  had  liftened  with  the 
utmoft  attention*  to  all  that  had  fallen  from  the  noble^and  learn- 
ed Lord,  but  could  find  nothing  more  in  Ifis  fpeech  than  a  re- 
petition of  arguments,  references  to  cafes,  &c.  which  had  been 
dated,  and  replies  to  them  at  lead  attempted  to  be  given,  in 
the  preceding  ftagc  of  the  bill,  when  its  principle  was  properly 
the  fubjeft  of  difcuflion,  and  when  it  had  been  very  fully  and 
at  great  length  debated ;  excepting  a  few  obfervations  on  what 
had  fallen  from  feveral  noble  Lords  who  had  fpoken  in  the  de- 
bate, after  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack  had  fat 
down,  and  from  himfelfefpecially. 

Having  taken  the  liberty  of  intruding  upon  a  confiderable 
portion  of  their  Lordfliips*  time  in  the  former  debate,,  and  de- 
livering his  fentiraents  Very  much  at  large,  he  could  not  but 
regard  it  as  a  meafure  of  great  impropriety,  confidered  as  with 
refpeft  to  himfelf,  were  he  again  to  enter  into  a  difcviffion  of 
arguments,  that  not  only  did  not  refer  to  the  ftage  of  the  bufi- 
nefs  in  which  they  then  were,  but  which  had  been  fully  dif- 
CufiTed  already.  He  (hould  not  therefore  fay  one  word  to  fat 
the  greater  part  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord'is  fpeech.  As 
tp  the  pfcfent  amendment,,  the  only  meaning  of  the  words  that 
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he  knew  of,  was  to  give  back  to  the  Judge  that  right  and  au- 
thority to  direft  a  jury,  and  take  the  framing  of  their  venlift 
Into  his  own  hands,  which  it  was  the  principle  of  the  bill  to 
rake  from  him.  If  it  meant  no  more  than  to  introduce  a  claufe, 
ftaiing  that  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Judge,  which  .was  already  the 
duty  of  the  Judge  in  all  cafes  to  do,  viz.  to  ftate  to  the  jury 
what  the  law  was,  and  to  let  them  apply  it  to  the  fa£t,  it  was 
fupcrfluous  ;  be^aufe,  although,  in  his  opinion,  his  Lordfliip 
faid,  it  had  been  perfedlly  unncceflary  to  ena6t  it,  a  provifion 
was  made  for  it  in  the  very  next  claufe. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  explained,  and  Lord  Loughborough 
replied. 

Lord  KENYON  faid,  unfortunately  in  the  late  debate  he 
had  given  offence,  where  he  had  not  intended  the  lead  offence 
in  thought,  word,  or  aft,  and  had  received  a  rebuke  from  a 
quarter,  whence  he,  from  his  habits  of  life,  leaft  of  all  cx- 
pefted  one.  He  hoped  therefore  that  he  (hould  not  again  fall 
into  a  fimilar  error ;  but  he  defired  to  know,  how  he  was  to  a& 
when  fuch  and  fuch  cafes  came  before  him  as  a  Judge.  He 
ftated  particular  aftions,  and  fubjeSs  of  civil  and  criminal  liti- 
gation. 

Earl  CAMDEN  faid,  nothing  could  be  more  diforderly  than 
to  go  back  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  and  to  refer  to  former 
debates.  It  was  a  praftice  that  ought  never  to  obtain,  and  he 
would  endeavour  to  avoid-  it.  He  rofe  merely  to  exprefs  his 
aftonifhment  at  the  fpcech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
fat  near  the  noble  Lord  who  had  fpoken  laft  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor), which  had  confided  of  a  variety  of  arguments,  that 
had  been  replied  to  fo  fully  on  preceding  difcuffions  of  the  bilL 

He  muft  contend,  that  the  jury  had  an  undoubted  right  to 
form  their  verdift  themfelves  according  to  their  confciences,  ap- 
plying the  law  to  the  fa£l ;  and  if  it  were  othcrwifc,  he  faid> 
the  firft  principle  of  the  law  of  England  would  be  defeated  and 
overthrown.  If  the  twelve  Judges  were  to  alTert  the  contrary 
again  and  again,  he  declared  he  would  deny  it  utterly,  becaufe 
every  Englifhman  was  to  be  tried  by  his  country  ;  and  who 
was  his  country  but  his  twelve  Peers, .  fworn  to  condemn  or 
acquit  according  to  their  confciences  ?  If  the  cafe  were  other- 
'yvife^  apd  the  oppofite  doctrine  were  to  obtain,  trial  by  jury 
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would  be  a  nominal  trial,  a  mere  form;  for,  infaft,  the  Judge 
*nd  not  the  jury  would  try  the  man. 

He  would  contend  for  the  truth  of  this  argument  to  the  lateft 
hour  of  his  life  manibus  pedibufque.  With  regard  to  the  Judge 
ftating  to  the  jury  what  the  law  was  upon  each  particular  cafe, , 
it  was  his  undoubted  duty  fo  to  do ;  'but,  having  done  fo,^  the 
jury  were  to  take  both  law  and  faft  into  their  confideration, 
and  to  excercife  their  difcretion  and  difcharge  their  confciences. 
With  regard  to  an  a£lion  for  a  libel,  the  cafe  was  there  ten 
times  ftronger ;  for,,  on  an  aflion,  damages  were  laid  in  the 
declaration  ;  and  how  could  a  jury,  as  honeft  men,  give  da- 
mages, if  they  did  not  take  the  whole  of  <he  cafe  into  their 
confideration  ?  Upon  what  other  principle  could  they  pollible 
decide  ? 

As  to  the  doubts  ftarted  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
prefided  over  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  bis  Lordfhip  pro- 
tefted  he  had  endeavoured  to  examine  the  matter  deeply  and 
clofely,  and  he  could  not  perceive  the  fnrialleft  difficulty,  nor 
where  a  Judge  could  poffibly  meet  with  any.  *  With  refpeft  to 
the  amendment  propofed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  from 
the  woolfack,  it  ftruck  him  as  an  attempt  indireftly  to  convert 
the  bill  into  the  very  oppofite  of  what  it  was  intended  to  be,  and 
fo  give  Judges  a  power  ten  times  greater  than  they  had  ever  yet 
cxercifed. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  faid,  he  rofe  not  to  enter 
into  a  revifion  of  what  had  been  amply  debated,  and  after  full 
difcuffion  d^tefmined  by  a  majority  of  their  Lordftiips,  on  a 
former  day,  nor  did  he  mean  to  go  back  to  any  expreffions  of 
a  perfonal  nature  that  might  have  fallen  in  the  courfe  of  a  pie- 
ceding  debate,  With  refpefl  to  the  former,  he  had  little  en- 
couragement to  do  fo,  even  if  it  were  regular  and  orderly, 
after  their  Lordfhips  had  heard  the  debate,  and  leen  two  great 
and  eminent  law  Lords,  oppofed  to  two  other  law  Lords  equally 
high  in  profeflional  rank  and  charafier,  rife  again  and  again, 
and  declare,  that  they  were  fo  perfeftly  puzzled  with  the  ar- 
^ments  of  each  other,  that  they  could  not  comprehend  what 
they  meant.     - 

With  regard  to  what  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  faid,  at 

the  beginning  of  his  fpeech,  with  relation  to  a  rebuke  he  had 

received  in  a  former  debate ;   as  he  had  not  explained  to  what 
Vol.  XXXIIL  3  S 
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cxpreflions  he  alluded,  it  was  impoffible  for  him  to  guefs, 
whether  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  referred  to  any  part  of  the 
fpeech  of  a  noble  Earl  near  him  (Lord  Stanhope),  or  to  any 
cxpreflions  that  might  have  fallen  from  him.  If  he  alluded  to 
him,  he  muft  fay,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  mifcon- 
ceived  him  moft  grofsly.  In  what  he  had  faid,  he  had  meant 
nothing  perfonal,  but  had  applied  his  obfervations  to  the  pro- 
feflion  and  the  office  of  the  noble  Lord,  not  to  him  individu- 
ally  and  in  his  perfonal  capacity.  He  had  faid  nothing  warm,| 
1 11  he  had  been  moft  irkfomely  interrupted  from  a  quarter, 
from  which  he  might  well  fay  his  conduft  on  more  than  one 
occafion  (which  he  could  not  then  go  into)  well  entitled  him 
to  a  patient  hearing.  He  had  ever  confideredthe  law  as  sl  great 
and  refpei^lable  profeffion,  but  as  a  profeflion  to  be  looked  at 
with  caution  and  jealoufy,  and  to  be  guarded  againft. 

As  to  the  amendment  propofed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolfack,  it  confifted,  to  fay  the  lead  of  it,  in 
words  of  fuperabundance,  and  was  by  no  means  necefiary.  It 
was,  he  faid,  the  pradUce  of  Lawyers  to  multiply  >yords,  and 
to  introduce  them  without  apparent  prefent  occalion,  in  order 
thit  advantage  might  be  taken-  of  them  ^t  a  fubfequent  period, 
and  a  conftru6lion  be  put  upon  them  which  had  never  been 
dreamt  of  at  the  moment  when  they  were  introduced.  The 
words  of  the  amendment,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  3,t  the 
head  of  His  Majefty's  councils  had  well  ftated,  either  meant 
fomething  mifchievous,  and  contradiftory  to  the  principle  of 
the  bill,  or  they  meant  nothing:  if  the  former^j  they  were  in- 
applicable ;  if  the  latter,  they  were  unnecelTary.  He  fpoke, 
his  Lordfhip  faid,  as  a  man  of  plain  fenfe,  and  as  an  unlearn'^d 
man.  That  Houfe  was  a  houfe  not  of  Lawyers,  hut  of  lay 
Lords,  and  was  fully  competent  to  comprehend  as  much  of  law 
as  was  level  to  a  plain  undcrftanding. 

The  conftitution  of  England,  he  muft  remind  their  Lord- 
(hips,  required  no  more  from  them.  Juries  alfo,  who  were  to 
enforce  the  law,  and  to  acquit  or  condemn  their  fellow  fub- 
jedls  according  to  law  and  their  confciences — they  were  like- 
wife  unlearned  men.  He  knew  it  to  be  the  praftice  of  Law- 
yers to  wrap  up,  mifchievous  meanings  in  forms  of  words ;  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  their  Lordftiips,  as  a  branch,  and  an  im- 
portant braijch,   of  the  Legiflature,  to  guard  againft  it.     H» 
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for  one  flood  there  as  a  truftee  for  the  people  of  England,  in- 
afmuch  as  their  rights  were  implicated  in  his  own  :  and  if  ever 
there  fhould  arife  a  conteft  between  the  great  Lawyers  of  that 
Houfe  and  the  people  of  England,  the  people  of  England  (hould 
always  find  him  ready  to  ftand  up  as  their  advocate,  and  to  de- 
fend their  rights- 
He  repeated  what  he  had  before  aflerted,  viz.  that,  in  what 
had  fallen  from  him  in  a  former  debate,  he  meant  no  perfonal 
offence  whatever,  but  direfted  what  he  had  faid  folely  at  the 
office  and  profeflion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ;  and  he 
concluded  his  fpeech  with  faying,  that  the  liberties  of  this 
country  depended,  however  unfafhionable  the  phrafe,  on  an 
unlearned  Houfe  of  Lords,  and*an  unlearhed  Judicature. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  argued  againfl  the  neceflity  and  pro- 
priety of  the  amendment,  and  contended  that  it  was  inap- 
plicable,  as  it  would  operate  to  reverfe  the  principle  of  the 
bill. 

Earl  STANHOPE  rofe  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  words  of  the  amendment,  and,  by  a  reference  to 
the  next  claufe,  proved  that  they  were  unneceffary.  His  Lord- 
fhip  alfo  noticed  what  had  fallen  from  Lord  Kenyon ;  and 
faid,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  alluded  to  any  part  of 
his  fpeech  in  a  former  debate>  he  couldonly  fay,  he  had  meant 
no  perfonal  offence ;  that  whenever  he  heard  what  he  conceived 
to  be  an  erroneous  opinion,  he  would  flate  the  error  of  that 
opinion,  and  do  his  duty  by  detefting  fallacy  wherever  he  dif- 
covered  it. 

The  amendment  moved  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  re- 
jefted. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  then  wifhed  to  know  whe^ 
ther  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  confent  to  a  claufe  be- 
ing inferted  in  thi^bill  to  do  juftice  between  the  Public  and 
.defendants  profecuted  for  libels.  This  claufe  was  to  grant  a 
new  trial,  it  the  Court  fhould  be  diflfatisfied  with  a  verdift  given 
for  the  defendant. 

Lord  CAMDEN  faid,  "  What !  after  a  vcrdift  of  acquit^ 
tal  ?"      ' 

LORD  CHANCELLOR.     "  Yes."       < 

Lord  CAMDEN.     "  No,  I  thank  you."    ' 

jf 

3S,3 
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The  bill  then  paffed  the^Committee. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Saturday f  74June^ 

As  foon  as  prayers  w^ere  over,  without  proceeding  to  any 
•ther  bufinefs,  their  Lordlhips  adjourned  to  go  up  with  the  ad- 
drefs  to  His  Majefty. 

Tuefdayy    ^th  June.    > 

Heard  evidence  at  the  bar  refpefling  the  flavc  trade.  Wit^ 
nefles  and  Counfel  being  ordered  to  withdraw. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  obferved,  that  from  the  prefent  ftate 
of  the  feiiion,  it  was  not  probable  that  this  bufinefs  would  by 
brought  to  a  conclufion.  There  was  nothing  more  clear,  than 
that  their  Lprdftiips  ought  to  take  the  fubjefk  up  early  in  the 
next  feflion,  and  he  trufted  that  was  generally  felt.  But  he 
ihould  not  make  any  motion  on  that  point  now,  becaufe  it 
would  deprive  him  of  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the  fubjefl 
forward  this  feflion,  if  any  unforefeen  accident  (hould  protrad 
it,  of  which,  however,  he  had  not  the  leaft  idea. 

Lord  RADNOR  obferved,  that  there  was  a  bill  upon  the 
table  of  that  Houfe/  a  bill  ready  for  the  Royal  aflent — ^abill  for 
the  regulation  of  law  refpedling  vagrants.  One  claufe  in  it 
fubje£led  foldiers  and  failors,  difmifled  from  the  fervice,  who 
ihould  be  found  begging,  and^who,  in  certain  circumftahces, 
mud  inevitably  do  fo,  to  the  penalties  attached  te  the  chara&er 
of  a  vagrant.  To  obviate  this  cruelty,  heiiad  a  bill,  which  he 
moved  fhrould  be  read. 
This  was  done,  and  the  bill  was  brdered  to  be  printed. 
Lord  GRENVILLE  faid  a  few  words,  which  feemed  to. 
favour  the  principle  of  the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid  he  had  no  objeaion  to 
the  principle  of  the  bill.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought  the 
Public  ,aiid  that  Houfe  indebted  to  the  noble  Lord  for  his  affi- 
duity  and  good  will ;  but  he  doubted  whether  that  Houfe  could 
entertain  this  meafure,  without  infringing  upon  its  rules  slnd 
order  of  regularity.  It  was  a  bill  not  to  repeal  a  known  law, 
.  not  to  (hew  that  the  Houfe  had  repented  of  any  ftep  they  took. 
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after  they  had  fent  any  melTage  to  the  Commons  ;  it  was,  la 
fa£l,  a  motion  for  the  repeal  of  a  bill  that  was  not  yet  completed, 
that  had  not  received  tlie  Royal  aflent — it  was  for  the  repeal  of 
thiat  which  was  not  kiw. 

.  The  Earl  of  MORTQN  fuggefted  the  poffibility  of  the  pre- 
fent  bill  being  fo  framed,  as  not  to  appear  to  repeal  any  thing, 
in  which  cafe  the  difficulty  of  the  point  of  order  would  be 
avoided. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on  the  bill 
for  the  farther  increafe  and  prefervation  of  timber  within  the 
New  Foreft,  in  the  county  of  Southampton  ;  and  for  the  falc 
of  rents,  and"  the  enfranchifement  of  copyhold  tenements  in 
the  faid  Forefts. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  oppofed  the  bill^  and  entered  into 
its  principle  and  probable  tendency,  making  many  forcible  ob- 
fervations  on  each,  as  well  as  the  claufes  of  it,  which  of  them- 
felves  he  regarded  as  totally  at  variance  with  the  profefled  in- 
tention of  thofe  Y^ho  framed  the  bill,  and  at  variance  too  with 
the  principle  of  the  bill  itfelf.  He  was  very  fevere  on  Mr. 
Rofe,  and  faid  it  was  a  bill  framed  purely  to  ferve  him.  He 
hinted  at  the  conduft  of  that  gentleman  in  the  Weftminfter 
cleftion,  at  his  vaft  power  and  influence  in  the  county  of  South- 
ampton, and  the  manner  in  which  he  made  ufe  of  them  both. 
He  obferved  too  on  the  probable  efFeft  of  this  fort  of  patronage 
to  an  individual,  who  had  already  a  great  deal  too  much.  An 
individual,  who  held  places  of  fuch  emoluPw^nt,  one  of  which 
was  clerk  at  the  table  of  that  Houfe  ;  but  that  office  was  filled 
in  a  manner  that  gave  their  Lordfhips  no  reafon  to  regret  the 
abfence  of  Mr.  Rofe,  Secretary  to  the  Treafury.  After  tak- 
ing a  comprehenfive  view  of  that  fubjeft,  and  dillenting  from 
the  bill  in  all  its  provifions,  as  well  as  the  general  principle  of 
it,  he  concluded  with  moving,  by  way  of  amendment,  "  That 
**  the  farther  conlideration  of  the  bill  be  poftponed  until  this 
**  day  three  months." 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  alfo  difapproved  of  the  bill,  and 
paid  a  handfome  compliment  to  Mr.  Cooper,  who  did  the  du- 
ties of  the  clerk  at  tliat  table,  inftead  of  Mr.  Rofe  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treafury,  who  held  the  office,  and  received  the 
principal  emoluments  of  it,  and  for  whofe  intereft  the  bill  in 
queftion  feemcd  chiefly  to  be  framed,  v  He  regarded  the  prcfcnt 
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'  bill  as  a  meafure  that  could  fairly  be  faid  to  be  neither  more 
nor  lefs  than  a  job,  under  the  pretence  of  providing  timber  for 
th«  Royal  Navy,  and  it  was  under  that  impreffion,  that  His 
Majefty  had  been  prevailed  on  to  aflent  to  this  meafure,  but 
his  goodriefs  and  paternal  afFefiion  for  his  fubjefts  had  been 
abufed  in  this  inftance.  The  noble  Earl  obferved,  that  where 
honourable  gentlemen,  or  noble  Lords  high  in  office,  were  ap- 
pointed to  any  particular  place  befides  that  which  belor^ged  to 
their  immediate  public  duty,  that  place  and  its  offices  were  ne- 
gledled.  A  very  recent  inftance  gave  proof  of  this.  He  meant 
the  appointment  of  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Ranger- 
fbip  of  Hyde  Park,  a  fpot  which  had  fmce  been  fo  neglected 
as,  by  its  appearance,  to  (hock  the  tafte  of  the  elegant  company 
which  reforted  to  it.  Quitting  all  pleafantry,  and  taking  the 
fubjeft  up.in'the  moft  ferious  point  of  view,  he  faw  nothing 
in  this  bill  that  their  LordQiips  ought  to  encourage  for  a  mo- 
ment. 

Lord  CATHCART  hinted  at  the  unfairnefs  of  attacking 
the  character  of  Mr.  Rofe,  who  had  no  opportunity  of  meeting 
fuch  an  attack.  His  Lordfliip  then  defended  the  principle  of 
the  bill,  upon  the  ground  of  the  report  of  the  Commiffioners 
of  the  Land  Revenue  in  the  year  1786,  and  alfo  upon  the  ne- 
ccffity  of  the  meafure,  in  elucidation  of  which,  he  entered  into 
a  hiftory  of  the  growth  of  timber,  and  of  the  application  of  it 
to  the  navy.  He  concluded  with  affenting  to  the  bill  in  the 
moft  determined  manner,  as  an  objedl  of  the  greateft  national 
importance. 

The  Earl  of  MORTON  fupported  the  bill. 

Lord  RAWDON  declared,  that  the  \vord  job  was  the  mildeft 
and  moft  tender  expreffion  that  could  be  ufed,  to  defcribe  thi» 
bill,  which  carried  with  it  the  greateft  of  fufpicions  withrefpeft 
to  its  principle  ;  nor  were  the  claufes  lefs  exceptionable.  In- 
deed they  would  of  themfelves  form  a  principle  that  would  be 
fufficient  to  overthrow  the  bill,  even  if  the  avowed  obje£l  of 
the  bill  itfelf  were  unexceptionable.  He  concluded  with  fup- 
porting  the  amendment  of  his  noble  iriend. 

Lord  ELGIN  fupported  the>ill. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  that  long  before  this 
he  Vv-as  in  liopes  he  fliould  have  heard  fomething  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  bill,  inftead  of  which  he  had  heard  only  a 
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dry  recital  of  the  bill  itfelf,  and  an  enunieration  of  the  opinions 
and  refolutions  of  the  Commillioners  of  the  Land  Revenue. 
In  his  opinion,  a  great  deal  of  difcuffion  belonged  to  this  fub-  " 
jeft.     It  involved  in  it  confiderations  of  great  moment  and 
delicacy,  afFefting  the  conftitiition  of  this  country,  and  efpe- 
cially  that  part  of  it  which  ought  to  be  held  in  peculiar  r^CpcSt 
and  reverence  by  that  Houfe  ;  and  he  muft  fay  that  he  was  ex- 
tremely forry  that  fuch  a  bill,  involving  fuch  points  of  import- 
ance and  delicacy,  fhould  be  proceeded  in  in  the  laft  week  of 
a  feffion  of  Parliament,  a  fcafon  in  which  it  Was  impoflible  it 
ihould  meet  a  full,  fair,  and  a  candid  difcuffion  upon  its  prin- 
ciple, or  upon  its  particular  provifions  ;  or  that  there  fhould 
not  be  allowed  that  fort  of  interval  that  would  enable  perfon* 
to  bring  before  the  Houfe  fuch  documents  as  would  be  neceflary 
to  enable  their  Lord/hips  to  underftand  the  matter  that  was  be- 
fore them.     He  was  not  inclined  to   treat  the  reports  of  the 
Commiffioners  of  the  Land  Revenue  with  levity  or  difrefped, 
but  he  faid  they  had  not  yet  fmiflied  their  labours.     He  be*- 
lieved  he  fhould  not  fay  too  much  ;  there  was  no  perfeiflion  at 
prefent  in  their  work,  and  therefore  he  might  fay,  that  their 
Lordfliips  did  not  yet  even  know  the  value  of  the  property  oyer 
which  they  were  called  upon  by  this  bill^to  exercife  a  power 
of  difpofal.     Properly  fpeaking,  they  knew  nothing  of  the  va*- 
lue  of  the  Crown  lands,  nor  any  thing   pf  eftates  which  were 
to  be  clafled  under  the  erifranchifement  of  copyhold  tenements ; 
nor  did  they  know  any  thing  of  the  rights  which  might  be  af- 
fefted  by  the  prefent  bill.     He  was  forry  that  this  bill  was  thus 
haftened  forward  ;  from  the  general  principle,  and  the  afFefted 
principle  of  this  bill,  a  real  principle  he  believed.it   had  not, 
but  he  \yas  againft  the  afFeded  principle  of  this  bill.     He  fhould 
avoid  the  claufes,  and  confine  himfelf,  as  near  as  he  could,  to 
the  principle,  as  it'  was  called,  of  the   bill.     This   fuppofed 
principle  went  to  various  and  to  very  nice  difcuffions.     The 
.  oftenfible  reafon  for  the  bill  was,   a  fuppofed  decay  of  fomc, 
and  the  deficiency  of  the  growth  of  timber  in  the  Forefl,  and 
upon  which,  it  was  faid,  that  it  was  a  wife  flep  and  a  prudent 
meafure  to  adopt  the  plan  of  the  prefent  bill,  thus  calculated 
for  the  growth  of  tlniber,   and  upon  which  he  fhould  make  a 
few  fhort  obfervations.     The  evidence  in  this  cafe  was  defec- 
tive upoi>  the  part  of  the  a£tual  decreafe  of  timber  ;  and  it  was 
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on  fpeculation  that  this  was  to  be  taken  ;  and  we  were  told 
that,  as  a  proof  of  it,  the  price  of  timber  had  been  increafed 

regularly  and  progreflively  fince  the  year  1756,  and  by  this  fpe- 
cics  of  reafoning,  which,  if  true,  would  be  worth  nothing,  the 
Houfe  was  to  be  prevailed  upon  to  adopt  the  prefent  fyftem. — 
They  accounted  for  this  advance  in  the  price  of  timber  from 
the  various  improvements  and  increafe  of  our  commercial  in- 
tercourfe,  and  then  they  built  upon  it  immediately,  and  laid 
down  plans  for  the  complete  execution  of  their  fchemes,  de- 
pending on  the  temper,  difpofition,  and  circumftances  of  the 
people,  to  carry  them  into  efFefl.  He  could  not  help  compar- 
ing thefe  plans  to  the  manifefto  of  a  great  Prince,  refolved  on 
going  to  war,  and  to  carry  flaughter  and  devaftation  to  the 
enemy,  bu^  forgetting  that  the  whole  of  his  defigns  depended 
upon  fomething  of  more  weight  that  was  to  follow  thanthofe 
manifeftos,  namely,  fupplies  from  the  people ;  fo  in  this  cafe, 
how  did  we  ^now  that  the  growth  of  timber  was  leflened,  be- 
caufe  the  price  of  it  was  high  ;  and  how  did  we  find  out  that 
the  people  would  be  pleafed  to  fall  in  with  otir  ideas  of  the 
mode  of  growing  timber,  or  that  the  call  for  it  would  always 
be  the  fame^  and  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  always  alike  ?  But 
fuppofmg  the  neceffity  of  growing  timber,  as  had  been  ex- 
preflTed,  then  there  would  have  followed  the  confideration  of 
the  ftateof  the  country.  In  a  rich,  floyrifliing,  populous^  cul-r 
tivated  country,  timber,  as  a  marketable  article,  would  be 
dear.  In  a  poor,  uncultivated,  unpeopled  country,  it  wouldl 
not  be  fo.  This  was  only  applicable  to  the  price  of  tinniber,^ 
-and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  plenty  or  fcarcity  of  it. 

What  was  the  true  principle  of  the  reft  of  the  bill  ?  It  was 
faid  to  be  a  bill  which  was  founded  on,  and  formed  part  of  a 
fubje£l  which  had  been  under  the  confideratioa  of  the  Com- 
miflioners  of  the  land  revenue.     They  had,   it  was  faid,  ex- 

V  amined  inta  the  Crown  lands ;  they  had  diftinguifhed  lands  of 
different  tenures,  and  rights  of  property  and  ownerftiip  \^  dc- 
mifeable  lands,  and  lands  of  another  nature^  fuch  as  wafte 
lands,  &c.  On  thefe ,  points  they  were  faid  to  iiave  given  a 
diftin£l  opinion,  tit  doubted  whether  they  underftood  the  fub- 
je£l  fufficiently  to  give  a  diftindl  and  a  good  opinion.  He 
-maintained  it  as  a  principle  that  the  Crown  (houldhave  aland^- 
•d  property  in  this  country.     It  was  cffential  to  die  fafety  of 
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our  conftitution  that  the  Sovereign  fhould  have  his  intereft 
blended  with,  and  complicated  in  the  fate  of  the  landed  pro- 
perty of  the  country — it  was  the  bed  fecufity  we  could  have, 
for  his  fteady  attachment  to  our  interefts.  If,  indeed,  we 
wiflied  to  regard  him  as  a  mere  penlioner  on  the  Public,  as  a 
perfon  deriving  only  the  intereft  which  he  had  in  receiving  a 
falary,  then,  indeed,  the  view  of  the  fubjedl  would  be  ditFe- 
rent,  and  the  Sovereign  would  have  one  intereft  and  the  people 
another,  and  thefe  in  direft  oppofition  to  each  other.  But 
thofe  who  contemplated  the  fpirit  of  our  conftitution  would 
think  other  wife,  and  they  would  fee  that  it  was  eflcntial  that 
the  Sovereign  fliouldbe  intenningled  in  his  intereft  with  the 
reft  of  the  people,  inftcad  of  being  confidered  as  a  perfon  re- 
ceiving a  dry  falary,  independent  of  the  profperity  and  glory, 
or  the  adverfity  and  diftrefs  of  a  ftate.  The  policy  of  the  bill 
in  queftion  wasagainft  the  principle,  and  therefore  in  his  opi- 
nion v/as  a  very  unwife  policy.  But  the  whole  of  the  bill  was 
framed  from  the  report  of  the  Commiffioners.  Suppofing  it 
to  be  fo,  the  bill  muft  be  very  inconclufive,  for  th6  Commif- 
fioners themfelves  had  in  their  Reports  ftated,  that  they  had  not 
yet  viewed  the  whole  of  the  Crown  lands.  If  that  was  the 
cafe,  they  could  not  be  faid  to  be  competent  to  give  good  ad- 
vice upon  the  fubjedts,  and  therefore  to  follow  me^fures  l^inted 
at  in  fuch  a  report,  was  certainly  very  imprudent^  It  was 
creating  a  feparate  intereft  between  him  and  the  ftate.  *  It  was 
lefllning  the  value  of  his  land,  and  deftroying  the  principle  of 
his  having  any  title  to  a  landed  property  in  the  kingdom — the 
reverfe  of  this  was  true  policy,  for  it  was  elfential  that  the  So- 
verdgn  (hould  have  an  intereft  in  the  land  in  this  kingdom,  nay, 
he  ftiould  have  the  greateft  intereft  in  it.  He  would  fay  that 
the  prefent  bill  was  a  violation  of  all  principle  that  had  ever 
governed  the  law  of  this  country,  and  was  part  of  the  conftitu- 
tion itfelf ;  and  unlefs  their  Lordlhips  were  prepared  to  fay  that 
the  King  was  an  unfit  perfon  to  hold  an  inch  of  land  in  this 
kingdom,  they  could  not  in  confcience  pafs  the  prefent  bill. 
He  was  very  fevere  on  thofe  who  had  given  His  Majefty  ad- 
vice upon  this  bill.  He  took  a  view  of  the  foreft  laws,  ad- 
mitted their  imperfeflion,  but  maintained  that  this  bill  was 
•worfe  even  than  their  defefts.  He  maintained  that  if  the  li- 
mited rights  of  common  upon^  the  New  Forelt  were  properly 
VoL.XXXIIL  3T 
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afcertained^  the  quantity  of  defirable  land,  which  would  vcft 
in  the  Crown,  would  be  of  great  value,  and  was  as  much  the 
property  of  His  Majefty  as  the  eftate  of  any  private  gentleman 
in  the  kingdom.  His  Majefty  had  been  impofed  on  in  this  bu- 
fmefs,  and  if  their  Lord  (hips,  who  were  thd  hereditary  advi- 
fers  of  the  King,  "thought  fit  to  fay,  that  he  was  a  perfon  unfit 
to  inherit  an  inch  of  ground  in  this  kingdom,  and  that"  his 
heirs  Mere  all  in  that  fituation,  the  queftion  was  at  an  end.  If 
thefe  t.iifigs  were  to  be  thus  difpofed,  he  could  not  help  it.  He 
concluded  with  obferving,  that  all  he  faid  was  not  for  the  fake 
of  objefting  to  the  bill,  for  in  that  he  had  no  pleafure,  but  he 
refifted  it  becaufe  he  thought  it  a  precedent  which  aflfeSed  very 
deeply  the  conftitutional  (ituation  of  the  Crown, 

Lord  GRENVILLE  difclaimed  all  intentions  whatever  of 
deluding  the  Sovereign  upon  this  or  any  other  occafion  ;  he 
cxprefled  great  reverence,  aflFeftion,  and  gratitude  to  the  So- 
vereign, and  trufted  the  Houfe  and  the  Public  would  give  him 
credit  for  not  having  any  intentions  that  were  hoftile  to  the  pre* 
TOgatives  of  the  Crown.  Having  explained  this  on  behalf  of 
himfelf,  and  thofe  with  whom  he  afled,  he  entered  on  the  dif- 
cuflion  of  the  bill,  and  defended  it  as  a  meafurc  of  expediency 
and  propriety. 

Lord  STORMONT  anfwered  Lord  Grenville's  fpeech  with 
his  ufual  accuracy  and  eloquence  of  didion.  His  Lordfhipder 
pdcdly  oppofed  the  bill.* 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH,  in  a  forcible  and  eloquent 
fpeech,  fupported  the  principles  laid  down  by  Lord  Porchefter 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  made  many  profound  legal  ob- 
fervations,  and  acute  legal  diftinftions. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  queltion,  That  the  bill  be  now 
committed ; 

Contents  -  41 

Not  contents         -        29 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  committed  for  Tburfday. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fV^dnefday^  6th  June, 

Mr.  Raftings,  juft  before  the  breaking  up  of  the'  Court  ^i 
Wcftminftcr  Hall,  requefted  the  attention  of  their  I/)nliliips 
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to  a  very  few  words.  The  fubjeft  on  which  he  meant  to  ad* 
drefs  them,  was  of  fo  much  importance  to  himfelf,  that  ht 
could  not  venture  to  truft  what  he  wilhed  to  fay  to  memory. 
Hehad'fet  it  down  in  writings  and  hoped  their  Lordfhips 
would  hare  the  patience  to  hear  it  read : 

**  I  have  already,  upon  former  occafions,  ventured  to  ftate 
to  your  Lord(hips  the  hardlhips  which  1  fuftained  by  the  un- 
exampled length  of  this  trial,  even  in  the  more  early  periods 
of  it.  I  mean  not  now  to  repeat  them,  nor  will  it  be  necef- 
fary  to  (hew  to  your  Lordfhips,  how  much  they  niuft  be  all 
aggravated  by  their  fubfequent  extenfion.  I  merely  allude  to 
them  for  the  purpofe,  and  fof  that  only,  df  befpeaking  your 
pardon  for  the  liberty  I  now  take  in  praying  your  Lordlhips  to 
allow  me  as  much  time  as  ybu  can  afford  during  this  fedion,  to 
hear  the  remainder  of  my  defence.  I  fhould  not  fo  anxioufly 
prefs  this  upon  your  Lordfliips,  were  I  ndt  aflured  that  your 
Lordfhips  have  no  longer  any  call  for  your  attention  to  matters^ 
of  greater  importance,  if  any  matter  can  exceed  in  its  import- 
ance the  courfe  of  a  criminal  trial,  protradled  to  fuch  a  length 
of  years  as  mine  has  been. 

"  For  my  defence  on  the  article  now  in  evidence  before 
your  Lordfliips,  my 'Counfel  will  defire  only  to  call  two  more' 
witnefles,  felefted  from  the  furvivors  of  a  much  larger  number, 
whom  we  forbear  to  call,  from  a  rcfpeft  to  your  Lordfliips* 
time,  and  a  confideration  of  the  uncertainty  of  my  Ufe  or  theirs 
enduring  to  the  end  of  a  more  complete  refutation  of  the  charge 
which  the  Commons  have  preferred  againft  me.  The  exami- 
nation in  chief  of  thefe  witnefles  (for  I  cannot  limit  the  time 
of  the  crofs-examination,  or  anfwer  for  that  which  may  be  loft 
by  interruptions]  will  not  take  up  the  compafs  of  two,  or  at 
mod  three  hours. 

**  Two  more  articles  will  then  remain.  On  one  only  will 
it  be  neccflary  to  call  any  parole  evidence ;  and  for  that  only 
three  witnefles ;  one,  a  gentleman  of  very  infirm  health,  whoi 
was  fettled  with  his  family  in  the  South  of  France,  but  came  to 
England  in  the  firft  year  of  this  long  trial,  and  has  remained 
here  to  this  time,  in  yearly  expedtation  of  giving  his  evidence 
at  your  Lordfliips'  ban 

31*  a 
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"  Among  the  gentlemen  whom  I  hope  to  be  allowed  to  pro- 
duce in  evidence  to  the  articles  now  under  examination,  there 
is  one,  who  having  given  his  attendance  through  a  confidcrablc 
part  of  the  firft  year,  when  it  became  evident  that  he  could  not 
be  called  till  the  next,  informed  me  that  his  means  of  fubfift- 
cnce,  though  not  his  patience,  were  exhaufted,  and  requefted 
me  to  difpenfe  with  his  evidence,  that  he  might  return  to  his 
fervice  in  India.  I,  without  hefitation,  cheerfully  confented» 
That  gentleman  accordingly  went  to  India,  fervedwith  credit 
two  carhpaigns  under  Lord  Cornwallis,  is  again  returned  to 
England,  and  again  in  attendance  to  give  his  evidence  in  my 
defence.  Your  Lordlbips  will  not  be  furprifed,  if  I  ftiould 
feel  a  more  than  common  anxiety  not  to  lofe  a  witnefs,  whom 
I  have  recovered  in  fo  Angular  a  manner  from  fo  many  ob- 
Hacles  which  threatened  to  deprive  me  of  the  benefit  of  his  tefti- 
mony,  nor  to  lofe  fo  impreffive  a  memorial  of  the  extraordinary 
chara6ler  of  tliis  impeachment. 

**  It  is  hard,  with  fo  near  a  profpe6lof  a  clofc,  to  fee  it  va- 
nifti  into  darknefs  ;  and  another  year,  or  perhaps  other  years, 
if  I  fliould  live  to  fee  them,  deftined  for  the  continuation  of 
this  trial. 

**  Let  me  befcech  your  Lordlhip^  to  recolleft,    that  more 

I 

than  five  years  are  already  pail  finc.e  I  firft  appeared  at  your 
Lordfliips'  bar;  and,  I  am  fure,  that  if  any  one  of  the  noble 
Lords,  who  were  then  living,  and  faw  me  there,  had  been 
told,  if  human  wifdom,  which  is  the  refult  of  experience, 
could  hav<j  fuggeftcd  fuch  a  conclufion,  that  more  than  five 
years  muft  pafs,  ere  I  could  obtain  a  judgement,  he  would 
have  pronounced  it  againft  the  courfe  of  nature  to  expe£l  it, 
and  have  refcnted  th;i  fuppofition,  as  an  unmerited  reflcftion 
on  the  juftice  and  dignity  of  this  great  kingdom. 

*<  In  the  iirft  year,  which  was  the  year  1788,  the  Court 
which  your  Lordfhips  now  compofe,  fat  thirty- five  days,  ge- 
nerally alfembling  at  twelve  o'clock,  fometimes  earlier,  and 
fitting  until  five,  and  occafionally  later.  This  year  your  Lord- 
fliips  have  fat,  within  a  week  of  the  fame  period  of  time,  only 
fixteen  days,  and  have  feldom  been  able  to  open  the  Court  much 
earlier  than  two  o'clock.  I  fliould  be  as  ungrateful  as  unrea- 
fonable,  if  I  could  infinuate  that  the fe  delays  were  in  any  re- 
fpedl  imputable  to  your  Lordfliips  t    neither  is  it   my  wifli  to 
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impute  blame  io  any :  it  is  the  eflfedl,  and  not  the  caufe,  of' 
which  I  complain.  Yet,  my  Lords,  if  I  might  be  allowed  to 
cxpoftulate  with  thofe,  whofe  zeal  animating  them  to  exertions 
and  to  a  perfeverance,  of  which  even  in  that  body  there  are, 
few  examples,  brought  me  to  the  fituation  in  which  I  now 
ftand,  I  might  plead,  and  furely  without  offence,  that  the 
rights  and  interefts  of  the  people  of  this  kingdom,  and  the  ho- 
nour of  its  Crown,  which  were  the  great  inducements  dated 
by  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  for  calling  together  its 
higheft  Court  of  Judicature  to  fit  in  trial  upon  me,  are  at  leaft 
as  much  concerned  in  their  ufing  the  fame  exertions  to  prbmote 
the  courfe  of  that  trial,  and  to  bring  it  to  an  ilfue. 

**  My  refpeft  forbids  me  to  fay  more  on  the  fubjeft,  nor 
fliould  I  have  faid  fo  much,  but  to  make  it  evident  to  your 
Lordfhips  that,  whatever  caufes  of  delay  have  occurred,  or 
may  in  future  occur,  in  the  courfe  of  this  trial,*  if  it  can  be 
fuppofed  that  I  would  willingly  be  inftru mental  to  my  own 
wrong,  neither  have  been,  nor  fhall  be  in  any  wife  imputable 
to  me  ;  in  proof  of  this,  I  may  allude  to,  but  need  not  fpecify, 
the  many  conftitutional,  and  even  perfonal  means,  to  which  I 
have  had  recourfe  to  accelerate  the  progrefs  of  the  trial,  and 
remove  every  obftrudlion  to  it. 

*^  That  I  might  not  again  urge  a  requeft  to  your  Lordfhips, 
which  it  might  not  be  in  your  Lordfhips'  power  to  grant,  I 
have  profited  by  the  error  which  I  have  been  told  I  committed 
in  the  petition  which  I  lafl  year  prefented  to  your  Lordlhips, 
and  have  addrefTed  an  humble  petition  to  His  Majefty,  praying 
that  he  would  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  permit  your  Lordlhips  to 
continue  to  fit  till  the  clofeof  the  trial. 

"  I  rely  with  a  perfe6l  confidence  on  His  Majefly's  gracious 
difpofition  to  grant  my  prayer,  and  in  that  cafe,  I  do  afTure 
your  Lordfliips  that  every  poffible  means  fhall  be  ufed  by  me, 
and  by  the  gentlemen  whom  you  have  given  nae  for  my  Coun- 
fel,  to  bring  my  defence  to  a  fpeedy  conclufion. 

*^  If,  which  I  reluftantly  fuppofe,  it  fhall  be  deemed  un- 
reafonable,  or  for  caufes  which  cannot  fall  withm  the  fcope  of 
my  limited  comprehenfion,  improper,  I  do  moft  humbly  and 
carneftly  entreat  your  Lordfhips,  in  that  cafe,  that  you  will 
afford  me  as  many  days  as  may  be  neceffary  to  bring  the  pre- 
f^nt  article  to  a  clofe,  and  to  allow  my  Counfel  to  fum  up  the 
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evidence,    while  it  is  yet  recent  in  your  LordQiips'  recoUcc-f 


tion." 


A  fliort  converfation  took  place  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  pro- 
rogation of  Parliament,  being  the  defire  of  Earl  Stanhope  that 
Mr.  Haftings  (hould  have  an  opportunity  of  examining  a  viit- 
nefs,  who  was  now  in  England,  of  the  advantage  of  whofe 
tcftimony  he  would  be  deprived,  if  the  Parliament  fhould  be 
prorogued  fpeedily. 

The  Houfc  adjourned. 

Thurfdayj  ']th  Jane. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  moved  for  the  Houfe  to 
refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  New  Foreft  bill,  the 
Houfe  went  into  a  Committee  accordingly. 

The  preamble  having  been  read,   . 

Lord  PORCHESTER  rofe  to  obferve,  that  whenever  bills, 
particularly  affeding  jhe  rights  of  the  Crown  and  the  intereft 
of  individuals,  were  introduced  into  that  Houfe,  it  was  ufual 
to  have  His  Majefty's  confent  fignified,  as  well  as  the  confent 
of  the  individuals  concerned.  He  wifhed,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State,  or  fome  other  perfon,  would  rife  and 
inform  the  Committee,  whether  the  Crown  gave  its  confent, 
and  in  what  manner  fuch  confent  had  been  frgnified,  and  alfo 
whether  the  opinions  of  the  feveral  parties  interefted  had  been 
collefted,  and  their  confent  alfo  obtained  ?  His  Lordfhip  made 
feveral  remarks  on  the  preliminary  (teps  that  had  been  taken  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  (late  of  the  Royal  forefts,  and  to  report 
on  the  fame  in  two  Parliaments. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  declared  he  had  no  difficulty  in  faying, 
that  if  it  were  an  important  omiflion  not. to  have  formally  fig- 
nified His  Majefl:y's  confent  upon  the  prefent  bill,  that  omif- 
fion  was  imputable  to  him  ;  but  the  reafon  of  it  was,  that  it 
was  deemed  wholly  unneceffary  ;  the  m^fiage  fbrmerly  fent  by 
His  Majefty,  on  which  the  a<9;  of  Parliament  was  founded  for 
appointing  Commiflioners  to  inquire,  &c.,  being  confidered 
as  extending  to  the  prefent  bill,  and  if  that.fliould  not  be  deem- 
ed fufficient,  it  need  be  no  impediment  to  proceeding  with  the 
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bill,  as  His  Majefty's  confent  in  form  could  be  given  in  a 
fubfcquent  ftage  of  the  bill. 

Lord  STORMONT  faid,  he  rofe  not  then  to  enter  into  a 
difcuffion  of  the  claufesof  the  bill,  but  to'exercife  a  right  com- 
mon to  every  one  of  their  Lordihips,  viz.  to  defire  the  clerk  to 
read  two  or  more  claufes  of  the  former  aft,  which  he  would 
point  out,  in  order  that  the  Committee  might  fee  whether  the 
foundations  of  this  mofl  extraordinary  fabric  had  been  made  ac- 
cording to  the  rules  prefcrlbed  in  thofe  claufes,  and  whether 
the  reft  of  the  fabric  had  been  conftru6led  as  thofe  claufes  di- 
reftcd. 

The  claufes  having  bjsen  read, 

Lord  GRENVILLE  rofe  again,  and  faid,  he  had  confult- 
cd  thofe  who  fliould  very  well  know,  and  who  thought  His 
Majefty's  formal  confent  wa^s  not  neceffary.  If  it  was,  he 
well  knew  that  it  was  the  rule  in  the  other  Houfe  that  His  Ma- 
jefty's  confent  might  be  given  in  any  ft^e  of  a  bill,  and  he 
believed  the  fame  rule  obtained  in  that  Houfe  likewife. 

Lord  STORMONT  faid,  it  was  mofl:  irregular  to  proceed 
with  a  bill  immediately  affedling  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  with-p 
out  having  firft  obtained  the  confent  of  the  Crown, 

Lord  GREN  VH/LE  faid,  no  fuch  objedlion  had  been  taken 
on  the  fecond  reading,  which  was  the  proper  ftage  to  have  made 
it  in.  His  Lordfliip  faid,  hefhbuld  be  forry  to  do  anything 
that  could  be  derogatory  to  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  or  appear 
difrefpeftful  to  the  Royal  perfon  ;  but  that  he  was  not  only  of 
opinion  himfelf,  but  that  opinion  was  confirmed  by  the  judge- 
ment of  perfons  of  undoubted  authority,  that  His  Majefty's  for- 
mer meflage  included  the  confent  of  the  Crown  to  the  bill  then 
before  them. 

Lord  RAWDON  contended,  that  the  fpecial  confent  of  the 
Crown  was  neceflary,  before  their  Lordihips  could,  with  de- 
cency, proceed  one  ftep  with  a  bill,  the  objeft  of  which  was, 
to  facrifice  the  rights  of  the  Crown  in  any  degree.  His  Lord- 
fliip  dwelt  on  the  nature  and  objeft  of  the  bill  as  highly  impor- 
tant, and  faid,  that  the  mind  of  the  Royal  perfon  ought  not  to 
be  fubjefted  to  the  preflure  of  hearing,  that  a  meafure  affeSing 
the  rights  of  the  Crown  had  received  the  countenance  of  Par- 
liament before  the  confent  of  the  Crown  was  required.  The 
jhonpuj:  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  were  materially  intcrefted  in 
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the  bill,  and  their  Lord  (hips  ought  to  know,  whether  it  had 
His  Majefty's  fpontaneous  and  free  confent  before  they  pro- 
ceeded. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  fupported  the  objeftion, 
and  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  according  to  the  regular  forms 
of  tiic  Houfe,  ,  rounded  on  the  wife  ufagc  and  cuftom  of  Par- 
liament, in  an)  bill  alvcfling  ^the  rights  or  intcrefts  of  the 
Crown,  il.c  Houfe  ought  not  to  ftir  a  ftep  without  the  confent 
of  the  Crown,  fully  and  explicitly  announced.  He  thought 
the  bill  ought  not  to  have  been  read  a  fecond,  without  the  con- 
fent of  tiie  Crown  having  been  fignilied,  the  objedion  how- 
ever iiad  then  paii'eJ.  unnoticed  ;  and  now  they  were  proceed- 
ing anotfiCr  ftep,  and  attempting  to  pafs  by  the  objeclion.  He 
obfe^veJ,  that  to  have  palled  by  an  objcdlion  through  accident 
or  inadvertency,  was  one  thing  ;  but  to  pafs  it  by,  when  the 
objcdion  was  ftated,  and  the  irregularity  had  been  remarked, 
was  a  cafe  very  different.  His  Lcrdlhip  animadverted  on  the 
claufes  of  the  former  bill,  which  had  been  read  at  Lord  Stor- 
iiio'nt's  delirc,  and  pointed  out  their  feparate  and  diftinft  ob- 
jeft  ;  the  one,  he  fiid,  gave  an  authority  to  three  gentlemen, 
by  name,  as  Commiffioners  of  Inquiry  ;  the  other  a  judicial 
authority,  by  w  liieh  the  Court  of  Exchequer  under  their  Seal, 
might  ilfue  a  commiilion  of  a  much  higher  nature.  His  Lord- 
fliip  profelfed  his  fincere  attachment  to  the  Crown,  and  his 
ferious  regard  for  its  rights  and  prerogatives  of  every  fort  What- 
ever, for  which  that  Houfe,  he  faid,  were  at  all  times  bound 
to  manifefl  their  refpecl.  But  if  ever  there  was  a  moment, 
when  it  was  peculiarly  neccilary  to  (hew  the  utmoft  attention 
and  refpedl  for  the  Crown  and  all  that  belonged  to  it,  this  was 
undoubtedly  that  very  moment.  His  Lordlhip  contended  that 
no  confulcration  of  hours,  or  days,  that  might  be  loft  before 
they  could  proceed  regularly,  with  His  Majefty's  confent, 
could  weigh  in  the  fcale  againft  the  mifchief  of  appearing  in 
the  /mallefl;  degree  to  relax  in  the  juft  and  neceffary  attentions 
due  to  the  Crown. 

Lord  ClAHAM  (Duke  of  Montrofe)  faid,  no  one  of  their 
Lordfhips  had  a  greater  attachment  to  the  perfon  of  His  Ma- 
jefty,  and  to  the  rights  and  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  than  he 
had  ;  but  he  fliould  not  have  thought  it  neceffary  to  make  fuch 
a  declaration,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  did  not  take  every 
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opportunity  of  fhcwing  that  he  thought  he  had  an  cxclufive 
right  to  a  monopoly  of  declarations  of  his  refpeft  for  the  Crown. 
With  regard  to  the  objedlion,  it  could  not  be  made  in  a  Com- 
mittee, and  the  not  having  made  it  at  the  fecond  reading  of  the 
Tjill,  convinced  him  that  theobjeflion  had  been  purpofely  re- 
ferved  for  that  ftage,  in  order  to  defeat  the  bill.  He  advifetf 
them  to  go  on,  and  at  the  thii^d  reading,  if  the  confent  of  the 
Crown  were  neceflary,  he  faid,  it  might  be  m^de,  but  he 
thought  it  was  unneceiTary.  He  (jpoke  of  the  bill  as  a  meafure 
highly  fatisfaftory  to  His  Majefty  ;  and  therefore  thofe  noble 
Lords  who  infifted  on  the  objedlion,  would,  he  faid,  Ihew 
their  difrefpeft  for  the  Crown,  inftcad  of  their  refpeft. 

Lord  STORMQNT  rofe  to  clear  himfelf  from  the  impu- 
tation of  entertaining  ditrefpedl  to  the  Crown  ;  he  did  not  by 
.any  means  fuppofe  any  one  of  their  Lordlhips  felt  the  fm^Ueft 
.  difrefpeft  of  that  fort,  but  he  would  put  that  refpeft  and  reve- 
rence, which  they  all  profefled,  to  the  teft,  by  propofing  to 
adjourn  the  Committee  during  pleafure,  and  then  the  noble 
Secretary  of  State,  if  he  had  any  fuch  authority,  might  fignify 
"His  Majefty's  confent  to  the  bill.  His  Lordfliip  moved  the 
•queftion  of  adjournment  accordingly. 

Lord  GREN VILLE  faid,  in  point  of  refpeft  and  reverence 
to  the  Crown,  he  would  yield  to  no  man,  but  that  profeffion 
was  beft  fulfilled  by  doing  his  duty  in  that  place.  His  Lord- 
ihip  faid,  he  had  flated,  that  according  to  his  underftanding, 
the  King's  confent  was  already  given,  but  he  muft  contend, 
that  neither  in  that  Houfe  nor  tlie  other^  was  it  by  any  means 
uncommon  to  give  that  confent  in  a  future  ftage  of  the  bitl, 
and  therefore  he  fhould  oppofe  the  motion  of  adjournment. 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  faid,  he  had  been  called  away 
by  other  bufmefs  when  the  bill  was  debated  on  the  fecond  read- 
ing, but  he  had  ftayed  while  the  common  bufinefs  was  gone 
through,  and  he  had  not  heard  any  meflage  from  the  Crown  ; 
he  concluded  therefore,  that  the  confent  of  the  Crown  had 
iiot  been  given,  and  as  their  Lordftiips  might  well  confider 
him  as  a  fupporter  of  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  he  thought 
they  ought  not  to  proceed  without  the  confent  of  the  Crown  to 
a  bill,    in  which  it  muft  be  acknowledged  the  rights  of  the 

Crown  were  materially   interefted.     For  thefe  reafons,   he 
Vox.  XXXIIL  3^ 
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fhould  concur  with  the  no.ble  Vifcount  in  his  motion  of  adjourn- 
ment. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  again  entered  into  the  argument  that 
it  was  neceflary  for  the  confent  of  the  Crown  to  be  fignified 
previous  to  their  Lordfliips  proceeding  farther  with  the  bill. — 
His  Lordihip  referred  back  to  the  various  circumftances  which 
had  attended  the  fu-bjeft  from  the  period  of  its  having  been 
three  years  fince  recognized  by  Parliament,  and  maintained 
that  Ills  Majcily  not  only  had  not  fignified  his  confent,  but 
that  it  had  been  impofTible  for  him  to  have  made  up  his  judge- 
ment upon  the  fubjedl,  not  having  the  necelfary  materials  be- 
fore him,  to  enable  him  to  form  a  judgement.  He  ftated  the 
provi'.ions  and  directions  contained  in  the  former  bill,  from 
which  the  chufcs  had  been  read,  and  faid  thofe  provifions  had 
not  been  complied  with  ;  no  fuch  commiflion,  as  the  former 
bill  direfted  under  the  Seal  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  to  en- 
able all  intercilei  in  the  New  Foreft,  to  come  in  and  ftate 
their  claims,  having  been  ilfued.  Had  that  been  the  cafe,  the 
rights  oi  ihe  ful?jedl  would  have  been  afcertained  by  a  jury, 
whereas  their  rights  were,  under  the  prefent  bill,  to  be  de- 
cided by  an  arbitrary  fule.  They  would  have  known  alfo,  had 
fuch  a  commillion  iifued,  w^hat  were  the  real  rights  of  the 
Crown.  They  like  wife  had  not,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  all  the 
reports  of  the  Commiilioners  of  Inquiry  before  them,  and  in 
thofe  reports  which  were  upon  the  tab^e,  their  Lordihips  would 
find,  that  the  C  "mmiiui-'ners  dated  and  advifed  a  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, which  would  have  enabled  the  Crown  to  know  its 
rights.  Inltead  of  adopting  this  mode,  their  Lordihips  had  a 
bill  bcfor*tIiem,  formed  by  he  knew  not  whom ;  but  who  in 
framing  it,  clearly  had  not  obeyed  or  followed  the  dire£lions 
d(  the  Commiilioners.  Lord  Porchetl:er  concluded  with  de- 
claring, that  His  Majefly  had  not  had  proper  materials  before 
hiiJ,  to  enable  him  to  form  a  judgement,  and  give  a  found  and 
wife  confent. 

Lord.  Grenville  and  Lord  Carlifle  rofe  together,  but  the 
former  declaring,  that  what  he  had  to  fay  might  fave  their  Lord- 
fliips time,  he  v/as  heard  firft. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  then  reminded  their  Lordfliips,  that 
he  had  already  Itated  as  the  reafon  tor  not  having  taken  the 
neceflary  fl:eps  ior  obtaining  the  formal  confent  of  the  Crown, 
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that  he  believed  it  to  be  altogether  unneceflary.  It  was  not, 
he  faid,  as  far  as  he  knew,  the  order  of  Parliament,  either  in 
that  Houfe  or  the  other,  to  require  the  King's  confent  to  fuch 
a  bill  in  one  ftage  in  preference  to  another  ;  but  as  he  found 
that  a  contrary  opinion  prevailed  in  the  minds  of  many  noble 
Lords,  and  as  he  did  not  wifh  to  proceed  but  upon  the  cleareft 
grounds,  and  fo  as  to  fatisfy  every  noble  Lord,  that  the  utmoft 
refpeft  and  deference  to  the  Crown  were  ftudioufly  attended 
to,  he  would  withdraw  his  oppofition  to  the  motion  of  adjourn- 
ment. Lord  Grenville  farther  explained^  that  although  His 
Majefty's  Minifters,  in  compliance  with  their  ordinary  duty, 
had  not  prefumed  to  introduce  fuch  a  meafure  into  Parliament 
without  having  communicated  it  previoufly  to  His  Majefty, 
and  humbly  dated  it  in  its  fuUeft  extent ;  yet,  althoiigh  it  had 
received  the  Royal  concurrence,  he  had  not  any  authority  for* 
mally  to  fignify  the  confent  of  the  Crown,  but  he  had  no  doubt 
that  agreeing  to  the  adjournment  would  occafioh  but  a  very 
trifling  interruption,  and  therefore,  after  the  noble  Vifcount's 
motion  was  cai^ried,  he  faid,  he  would  move  to  adjourn  the 
farther  confideration  of  the  bill  to  the  next  day. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  rofe  merely  to  obferve,  that  al- 
though the  Committee  was  not  the  proper  ftage  of  thebill  to 
receive  the  notification  of  the  confent  of  the  Crown,  it  was 
peculiarly  the  fit  place  for  the  queftion  to  .be  afked,  whether 
the  Crown  had  confented  or  not  ?  And  therefore  the  queftion 
ought  to  be  anfwered,  before  they  proceeded  any  farther. 

Lord ,  STORMONT's  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  then 
Lord  Grenville  having  moved,  that  the  farther  confideration' 
of  the  bill  be  adjourned  till  this  day,  it  was  ordered,  and  thd 
Houfe  immediately  adjourned. 

Friday^    Sth  June^ 

m 

Lord  GRENVILLE,  after  expreffing  his  attachment  and 
gratitude  to  the  King  for  his  favours,  and  fupporting  the  ob* 
fervations  which  he  made  on  former  occafions  in  the  progrefs 
of  the  prefent  bill,  fignified  in  due  form.  His  Majelty's  con- 
fent to  their  Lordfliips  proceeding  in  the  bill  in  queftion,  in 
fuch  manner  as  lo  their  judgement  fliall  fcenj  meet  and  expe* 
dient. 

3Ua 
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Lord  GRENVILLE  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  which 
was  for  fubmitting  the  National  Debt  bill  to  a^  Committee  of 
the  whole  Houfc.     Ordered. 

Lord  CATHCART  took  the  chair. 
The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,   he  was  in  hopes  that 
he  (hould  not  have  feen  this  bill  after  what  had  already  been 
faid  upon  it.     He  was  in  hopes  that  Minifters  would  have  ta- 
ken a  leflbn  from  experience — 'Would  have  profited  from  what 
they  heard  in  that  and  the  other  Houfe,    and  that  particularly 
they  would  have  given  credit  to  the  fentiments  exprefled  by  a 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Chancellor),    whofc  merit  in  his 
public  character  was  foon  to  be  loft  to.  the  public ;  but  ilill  in 
fpite  of  oppofition  it  feemed  they  perfifted  in  their  error.     The 
bill  now  before  the  Committee  was  fo  bad  in  its  principle,  and 
fo  mifchievous  in  its  tendency,    that  the  more  it  was  debated^ 
the  more  would  its  evil  nature  be  manifeft  ;  and  in  that  view, 
perhaps,  there  might  ultimately  fome  advantage  be  derived  to 
the  public  from  its  halving  been  difcufled  fo  often.     If  he  could 
not  caft  new  light  upon  the  fubjeft,  he  would  confole  himfelf 
with  the  thought  that  it  has  often,    and  may  again  happen, 
that  what  reafon  cannot  efFeft  may  be  gained  by  perfeverance. 
He  had  heard  great  difputes  upon  the  deference  that  was  due  to 
the  opinion  of  our  anceftors.     Some  were  afraid  of  exercifing 
their  own  reafon  if  it  militated  againft  opinions  of  antiquity, 
while  others,  and  he  among  them,  thought,  that  as  mankind 
advanced  in  civilization,  their  minds  enlarged,  and  th^t  there- 
fore we  Ihould  truft  every  thing  to  our  own  opinions — ^formed 
upon  experience,  and  never  arrive  at  any  conclulion  but  upon 
well-known  and  eftabliihed  premifes — but  above  all,  never  by 
any  thing  we  do  to  preclude  the  poffibility  of  judging  of  future 
expediency  from  the  combination  of  future  events.     The  pre- 
fent  bill  was  direftly  oppofite  to  this  principle,  %nd  therefore 
in  itfelf  unwife.     This  mode  of  legillating  for  pofterity  he  con- 
fldered  entitled  to  ridicule  and  contempt;.     He  wi(bed  to  know 
upon  what  principle  Minifters  took  to  themfelves  fuch  a  (hiire 
of  merit,  as  to  be  fo  fuperior  to  any  defefl:  as  to  continue  tjie 
opinion,  and  obtain  the  confidence  of  the  prefent,  but  alfo  to 
diSate  to  future  Parliaments  the  mode  in  which  the  aiFairs  of 
the  people  of  this  country  (hall  be  managed.     If  we  looked 
into  the  journals,   we  (hould  find  but  aukward  fpecimens  of 
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their  infallibility,  which  could  alone  entitle  them  to  all  confi- 
dence.    Nothing  was  to  be  feen  but  bills  followed  up  by  bills 
to  explain  and  amend,  to  alter  and  improve,  to  remove  doubts, 
to  render  more  ^IFeftual  former  regulations — In  fliort  fome- 
thing  very  different  from  a   complete  fyftem  of  legiflation. — 
.Even  the  bill  now  before  the  Committee  had. a  good  deal  of 
this  charafter.     Brought  in  at  the  other  Houfe,    committed, 
altered,  renewed,  recommitted,  and  amended.  Sent  up  to  their 
Lordfliips,  altered  again.     Sent  again  to  the  Commons,    and 
now  returned.     Thefe  things  he  only  noticed  to  prove  that  our 
prefent  Legiflators  were  not  arrived  at  that  degree  of  wifdom 
where  improvements  was  impoflible,    and  therefore  that  we 
were  not  entirely  frefe  from  arrogance  when  we  were  legiQat- 
ing  for  pofterity.     He  then  took  up  the  tendency  of  the  bill 
which,  he  faid,    would  tend  to  dimlnifli  public  credit.     He 
obferved,    that  the  Minifter  at  the  opening  of  the  prefent  fef- 
fion  of  Parliament  flood  folemnly  pledged  to  reduce  the  four 
per  cents,  if  it  could  be  done  to  the  advantage  of  the  Public 
That  advantage  had  offered  itfelf,    and  it  was  negledled,    by 
which  the  Public  loft  upwards  of  tvvo  millions  of  money.  The 
cxcufe  was,    that  there  was  a  probability  of  gaining  more. — 
This  Was  a  bad  principle,  for  it  (hook  the  bafis  of  public  cre- 
dit.    He  did  not  charge  Minifters  with  dealing  in  thp  funds 
I  for  their  advantage,    but  he  charged  them  with  eftablilhing  a 
precedent  of  fpeculating  in  the  funds  for  a  fuppofed  probable 
benefit,    which  afterwards  changed  into  a  lofs.     He  objeded 
to  this  bill  upon  the  fame  ground  ;  it  was  a  bill  of  fpeculation, 
;and  in  that  view  wrong  in  principle.     It  was  coming  to  a  con- 
clufion,  without  means  of  knowing  our  premifes.     It  wasle- 
giflating  in  the  .dark.     He  objected  alfo  to  this,   upon  a  con- 
jtingent  confideration.     Suppofe,    for  inftance,  that  in  a  few 
hours  after  this  bill  fhall  have  received  the  Royal  AfTent,  Par- 
liament (hall  be  diffolve^ — then  the  whole  fyftem  of  the  fink» 
ing  fund  will  be  at  an  end.     This  was  an  indirect  mode,  of 
giving  the  Crown  a  power  to  difpenfe  with  law.     He  had  a 
right  to  fuppofe  an  extreme  cafe,  becaufe  it  was  poflible  ;  and 
if  their  Lordfhips  paffed  this  bill,  the  fadl  might  turn  out  to  be 
(b.     He  fhould  like  to  hear  fome  anfwer  to  his  objedion.  He 
moved,   that  the  claufe  which  operates  as  a  legillation  to  pof- 
terity, (hould  be  omitted. 
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Lord  GREN  VILLE  obferved  that  this  bill  had  already  been 
debated  fo  much  at  large  on  a  former  occafion,  that  it  was  un- 
neceflary  for  him  to  enter  much  at  length  into  tha  fubjedt. — 
This  bill  was  only  an  improvement  on  the  million  annual  fink- 
ing fund  bill,   that  was  originally  brought  in  to  do  what  this 
bill  would  more  efFe6lually  do.     To  prevent  the  future  accu- 
mulation of  the  capital  of  the  debt  amounting  to  fo  high  a  fum 
as  to  endanger  the  ftate  by  a  niitional  bankruptcy.     He  never 
heard  a  perfon  yet  condemn  that  fyftem,  and  this  was  only  an 
improvement  on  it.     This  bill  would  prevent  us  ^t  any  time 
from  purfuing  a  war  to  a  deftruclive  length,  by  the  facility  of 
borrowing  money,   without  providing  means  for  the  payment 
of  it.     Without  fuch  a  meafure,    it  might  be  poflible  for  this 
country  to  go  on  in  a  ilate  of  intoxicated  fuccefs  for  a  time,  to 
conclude,  perhaps,  a  glorious  peace,  and  yet  the  whole  might 
foon  be  followed  up  with  a  national  bankrupty  ;  the  country 
not  having  means  to  difcharge  the  debt,    which  fuch  a  peace 
might  occafion.     The  quellion  then  was,  whether  there  was  a 
rational  probability  that  fuch  a  fituation  might  occur  to  this 
countr)',  if  that  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,    he  trufted  the 
Committee  would  fee  the  propriety  of  the  claufs  in  queftion. 
The  bill  did  not  impofe  that  hardfhip  on  poilerity,    which 
fome  noble  Lords  feemed  to  apprehend.     It  did  not  provide, 
that  at  all  events  all  furplus  fhould  in  ail  cafes  be  applicable  to 
the  redudlion  of  the  debt  folcly.     That  might  be  governed  by 
other  confiderations,    and  under  various  circumftances  of  the 
cafe,  as  it  might  from  time  to  time  appear  expedient.     Taxes 
might,  in  certain  cafes,   hereafter  be  reduced,  as  they  already 
had  been.     If  ihe  fyftem  of  the  annual  million  for  the  finking 
fund  vyas  wife  in  the  firft  inftance,  it  was  equaJly  wife  in  this. 
As  to  the  objeftion  of  binding  poilerity,    it  was  well  known 
no  aft  could  be  pafled  that  would  have  that  efFeft.     All  that 
was  here  meant  was,    that  hereafter  money  could  not  be  bor- 
rowed without  providing  for  the  payment  of  it  immediately, .  or 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Public  by  a  folemn  repeal  of  anadfc 
of  Parliament.     As  to  the  obfervation  made  on  the  negleft,  as 
it  was  called,  of  the  Minifters,    in  not  reducing  the  four  per 
cents.'  at  the  time  they  were  at  96,  he^  could  not  fee  where  the 
blame  was.     The  lofs  was  ftated  at  near  three  millions.     The 
truth  was,  there  was  no  lofs,  for  it  was  what  the  Public  never 
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had  the  poflefiion  of;  and  had  the  advantage  been  taken,  it 
would  have  been  only  a  temporary  advantage,  and  Minifters 
would  have  been  blameable  for  tliat  fpcculation.  The  rife  .in 
^  the  three  per  cents,  which  was  in  the  contemplation  of  Minif- 
ters, was  a  permanent  rife,  which  it  was  intended,  and  would, 
he  believed,  be  effefted  by  the  fytlcm  of  the  prefent  bill ;  and 
on  that  idea  it  was  that  the  four  per  cents,  were  to  be  reduced. 
As  to  the  lafl  obje6tion,  which  was,  that  in  the  contingency 
of  a  diffolution  of  Parliament,  there  might  be  fomcthing  tanta- 
mount to  a  difpenfing  power  in  the  Crown,  he  mull  firft:  ob- 
ferve,  that  it  was  a  cafe  of  fo  extreme  a, nature,  that  there  was 
but  little  chance  of  its  occurring;  and  if  ever  it  lliould,  it 
would  operate  only  for  forty  days,  tl;at  was,  for  the  time  in 
which  it  could  be  faid  there  was  no  Parliament.  He  dilfcnted 
from -the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Lord  RAWDON  fai,d,  he  little  thou:;lit  tHat  the  ghoft  of 
the  lad  bill,  agitated  in  that  place,  v/ould  have  again  made  its 
appearance  there  ;  but  he  w;as  deceived.  The  noble  Secretary 
of  State  had  faid,  that  the  prefent  was  of  the  fame  principle 
with  the  bill  which  had  been  fo  generally  applauded — the  bill 
for  appropriating  a  million  annually  for  the  reduction  of  the 
national  debt.  This  was  not  the  cafe.  What  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  former  bill  ?  A  fpecific  proportion  for  a  fpecific 
purpofe,  applied  to  a  fpecific  object.  What^vas  the  principle 
of  the  prefent  bill  ?  An  indefinite  proviiion  for  an  indefinite 
objeft,  to  govern  indefinite  circumftances.  But  there  v/as  no- 
thing in  it  that  could  bind  pofterity  ;  that,  he  knew  perfe£lly 
well,  was  impoflible,  and  therefore  he  had  no  anxibty  about 
it ;  but  it  was  the  fiUinefs  of  the  thing,  and  the  ridicule  whicli 
would  attend  it,  that  he  wifhed  to  avoid.  It  was  the  contempt 
£>f  pofterity  that  he  wiflied  to  efcape,  and  what  could  be  more 
contemptible  than  that  Parliament  fhould  (hew  a  difpofilion  to 
do  what  they  knew  they  could  not  do  ;  what  they  acknowledged 
they  could  not  do — bind  their  pofterity.  But  this  was  only 
the  outward  fhape  of  the  thing.  Its  internal  quality  was  very 
different.  The  real  purppfe  of  the  bill  was  to  fetter  a  future 
Adminiftration,  in  order  to  obtain  a  temporary  popularity  for 
the  prefent,  who,  before  they  pretend  to  lay  down  rules  for  the 
guidance  of  the  proceedings  of  their  fucceii-)rs,  ought  to  be  a 
little  more  accurate  in  ^their  own.     Laft  feifion,  he  had  called 
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rn  tVcm  to  meet  hin:  in  an  inquiry  into  the  ftate  of  the  finances 
of  this  country  ;  they  (hrunk  from  the  inveftigation.  He 
•would  not  fay  that  he  had  fhamed  them,  but  he  had  ftated  what 
ought  to  have  fhamed  them.  After  all  that  had  beenfaid  upon 
our  flourifhing  finances,  the  increafe  of  our  revenue,  the  real 
truth  at  this  hour  w^as,  that  after  nine  years  profound  peace, 
our  peace  eflablifhment  had  aftually  increafedone  million  three 
fcundred  thoufand  pounds  a  year  ;  and  that  too  excluftve  of  our 
Avretched,  mifcr^blc,  and  ridiculous  armaments,  by  which  not 
n  fhilling  profit,  nor  a  fpark  of  glory,  was  obtained  to  Great 
Britain.  This  was  the  effecl  of  all  the  wifdom  and  profound 
financial  capacity  of  our  Minifters.  And  this  too  at  a  time 
when  almoft  all  the  Povvqrs  in  Europe,  except  our  own,  were 
torn  ill  pieces  by  commotions  at  home  and  abroad.  His  Lord- 
ihip  then  returned  to  the  claufe  in  queftion,  and  decidedly  djf- 
«ppr«vcd  of  the  principle  of  it,  v/hich,  hefaid,  militated  againft 
the  true  fpirit  of  patriotifm  ;  it  might,  perhaps,  render  the 
mofl  glorious  aft  in  a  free  coui^try  unpopular,  by  fixing  a  fligma 
on  the  means  of  rewarding  valour,  which  certainly  might  be 
the  cafe,  by  rendering  it  diificuU  to  raife  money  for  the  public 
fervice. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  rofe  again  to  take  notice  of  the  noble 
Lord's  having  charged  Minifters  with  having  fhrynk  from  the 
difcuffion  of  the  objeflions  ftated  fome  feflions  fince  relative  to 
the  furplus  of  the  revenue.  He  never  would  hear,  his  Lord- 
fliip  faid,  that  he  (hrunk  from  any  difcuflion,  without  rifing 
inftantly  and  miking  a  reply.  The  noble  Lord,  in  regard  to 
the  matter  alluded  to,  had  offered  his  obfervations  in  a  Com- 
mittee, and  it  being  obferved,  that  that  was  an  improper  place 
for  him  to  ftate  theni  in,  had  faid,  he  would  make  them  in 
the  Houfe,  and  he  had  himfelf  rifen,  and  anfwered  them  at 
length.  His  Lordftiip  faid,  in  his  former  fpcech  he  had  in- 
tended to  make  fome  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  a  noble 
Earl,  [Lord  Lauderdale]  relative  to  the  redudlion  of  the  4  pec 
cents,  but  he  had  accidentJy  omitted  to  notice  it,  he  would 
therefore  then  ftate  his  reply  to  that  part  of  the  noble  Earl's 
fpeech.  His  LordJhip  read  a  paflTage  from  His  Majefty's 
fpeech  at  the  opening  of  the  feflion,  in  which  the  attention  of 
Parliament  is  required  "  to  the  ftate  of  the  funds  and  of  pub*- 
***'  lie  credi-t,  with  a  view  to  the  redudlion  of  the  rate  of  intereft 
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of  any  of  the  annuities  which  were  redeemable,**  and  cjf- 
plained  it  by  (latingi  that  it  did  appear  to  Minifiers  highly  pro- 
bable, that  in  the  courfe  of  the  feflion  fuch  a  meafure,  as  a 
reduction  of  the  4  per  cents,  might  be  practicable,  and  it  was 
deemed  an  honeft  ^nd  fair  conduft  with  regard  to  the  public 
creditor,  to  apprize  him  of  a  meafure,  which  it  was  to  be  ex- 
pe<5led  would  have  taken  jdace.  With  regard  to  fpeculating 
in  the  funds,  the  noble  Lords  muft  know,  that  neither  Go-, 
vemment  nor  Parliament  itfelf,    could  a£k  upon  the  cafual 

• 

change  of  price  that  might  accidentally  occur,  but  muft  be  go- 
verned by  a  permanent  rife.  It  was  true  that  ftocks  had  fallen, 
and  that  an  adv^tage  might  have  been  made,  while  they  were 
at  the  higheft,  but  his  Lordfliip  faid,  they  were  again  getting 
up,  and  the  fame  advantage  might  yet  be  gained  for  the  pub* 
lie. 

The  MarqHis  TOWNSHEND  rofe  merely  to  take  notice  of 
what  Lord  Rawdon  had  faid  in  reprehenfion  of  the  abolition  of 
taxes.  His  Lordfhip  declared,  that  the  late  rediiftion  of  im- 
pofts  had  proved  highly  fatisfa&oiy  to  the  induftrious  poor  in 
the  county  in  vv^hich  he  lived,  and  a£led  as  a  Magiftrate  for  the  - 
greateft  part  of  the  year.  In  his  own  and  the  neighbouring 
parifties  there  were  at  leaft  fifty  families,  the  heads  of  which 
fometimes  did  not  ufe  to  fee  their  wives  and  childrien  above 
once  or  twice  a  week,  fill  the  taxes  were  reduced.  He  ftated 
the  reafon^  which  occafioned  their  abfence,  and  particularly 
complained  of  the  late  malt-tax  addition,  which  prevented  the 
labouring  poor  from  brewing  their  own  beer,  and  drove  them  - 
to  jpublic  houfes,  where  drunkennefs  and  every  fort  of  depra- 
vity prevailed,  to  the  great  injury  of  thofe  who  depended  on 
the  labouring  poor  for  fubfiflence.  He  mentioned  the  fatis- 
faction  that  the  repeal  of  the  other  taxes  had  alfo  given,  and  the 
good  effeft  they  had  produced ;  and  as  the  end  of  all  govern- 
ment ought  to  be  the  eafe  and  comfort  of  the  people,  he  thotight 
Government  (hould  rather  be  praifed  than  blamed,  vsdien  their 
meafures  produced  that  falutary  effeSt  The  poor,  he  faid^ 
were  not  influenced  by  fpeeches  in  the  newfpapers,  btit  their 
feelings  told  them  when  their  happinefs  was  promoted,  and 
thien  they  exprefled  their  fatisfa£iion  naturally  but  forcibly.— 
His  Lordfhip  faid  he  would  leave  the  difcuflion  of  the  other 
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topicsi   that  had  been  touched  on,  to  thofe  noble  Ljords  who 
were  better  qualified  to  handle  them  than  he  pi;etended  to  be. 

Lord  RAW  DON  faid,  he  had  not  blamed  the  repeal  of 
taxes,  but  reprobated  the  petty  motives  which  had  produced 
that  meafure.  And  in  the  prefent  cafe  he  had  fpoken  about  the 
taking  off  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds  of  taxes,  merely  to 
guard  againft  the  incongruity  of  principle  laid  down  in  the  bill 
then  before  the  Committee. 

Lord  STORMONT  declared,  he  had  imagined,  like  the 
iioble  Lord  near  him,  that  the  bill  would  not  have  again  ap- 
peared, but  ecce  iteruni  Crifpinus  !  He  had  flattered  himfelf, 
from  the  rough  manner  in  which  he  had  been  handled  when 
he  firft  came  before  their  Lordfliips,  that  they  (hould  not  have 
fcen  his  auk  ward  face  again.  However,  being  once  more 
with  their  Lordfliips,  he  would  once  more  talk  to  him.  He 
rofe  to  (late  hi^  objections  on  a  fubjefk  apparently  almoft  ex- 
haufted,  but  he  would  fay  nothing  more  of  the  claufes  in  quef- 
tion,  than  that  he  conceived  them  to  be  inept,  prepofterous, 
futile,  and  nugatory.  How  His  Majefty's  Minifters  could  be 
fo  ignorant  of  the  firft  principles  of  political  wifdom,  as  not 
to  know  that  their  application  could  only  be  falutary  and  effec- 
tual, when  governed  by  a  clofe  attention  to  times  and  circum- 
{tahces,  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  imagine.  He  that  attempted  to 
adapt  them  to  every  circumftance  that  might  polfibly  arife, 
would  find  himfelf  miferably  miftaken.  Such  an  idea  might 
amufe  the  fanciful  philofopher  in  his  clofet,  but  would  be  re- 
jefted  by  every  man  who  poflefled  the  fmalleft  ihare  of  pra£Ucal 
jixpcrience.  It  was  impoflible  that  Miniflers  could  bdievc 
that  fuch  a  bill  could  have  any  real  efleft ;  they  muft  know  to 
the  contrary.  He  declared  he  was  at  a  lofs,  to  what  he  was  to 
impute  fo  idle  a  project:.  He  could  not  imagine  it  done  for 
the  purpofe  of  catching  a  breath  of  the  tranfient  gale  of  popu- 
larity, by  drcffing  up  fuch  a  mock  pageant  for  the  populace  to 
gaze  at  and  admire.  He  put  the  cafe,  that  a  Minifter  in  fu- 
ture times  found  it  neceflary  to  difcufs  the  bill,  and  its  propri- 
ety \  he  flated,  how  fuch  a  Minifter  muft  reafon  upon  it,  and 
what  he  muft  fay,  when  he  had  to  remark,  that  it  had  not, 
when  it  pafled,  efcaped  obfervation ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,, 
it  had  been  animadverted  on  by  the  wifeft  man  who  fat  in  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  on  that  day,  or  perhaps  that  ever  had  mingl64 
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in  the  Councils  of  any  ftate,  in  any  period,  or  in  any  country, 
and  had,  by  the  forcible  ridicule  of  that  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
been  delivered  over  to  eternal  derifion.  After  moft  feverely 
reprobating  the  attempt  to  provide  for  circumftauces  which  the 
prefent  Minifters  could  not  poflibly  forefee,  his  Lordfliip  faid, 
that  day  had  afforded  a  ftrong  proof  how^  inapplicable  the  pow-. 
€rs  of  eloquence  were  to  tnatters  of  finance. 

He  then  proceeded  to  examine  Lord  Grenville's  defence  of 
his  brother  Minifter,  for  his  conduct  in  regard  to  the  not  hav-- 
ing  feizcd  the  opportunity  of  reducing  the  four  per  cents.  His 
Lordfhip  contended,  that  the  opportunity  that  had  been  loft 
V^as  moft  probably  irrecoverably  gone,  as  ftocks  were  not  likely 
to  rife  again  fo  high,  at  ieaft  for  many  months.  He  mention- 
ed the  circumftauces  of  Europe  as  the  grounds  of  this  opinion, 
and  faid,  he  did  not  confine  himfelf  to  the  neighbouring  States ; 
but  he  would  aflc,  did  His  Majefty's  Minifters  fee  nothing  in 
the  affairs  of  Poland  that  might  involve  this  country  in  a  war  ? 
Could  we  believe,  that  after  Minifters  had  done  fo  much  to 
promote  and  encourage  the  revolution  in  Poland,  which  was. 
fuch  as  to  claim  general  approbation,  that  t-hey  ihould  be  in- 
different to  the  prefent  fate  of  Poland  ?  Thofe  who  found  it  fo 
neceffary  to  vary  their  own  principles,  fliould  be  very  cautious 
how  they  prefcribed  a  conftant  rule  for  others.  Befides,  could 
Minifters,  with  all  their  forefight,  pretend  to  aflure  them,  that 
there  was  no  probability  of  a  war  ?  Did  they  know  that  the 
navigation  of  the  Dniefter  niight  never  be  difturbed,  nor  the  . 
Budjack  Tartars  molefted  ?  If  they  fliould  hereafter  embark  in 
a  war,  the  intereft  of  the.  country  required  that  it  (howld  not  be 
terminated  but  by  an  honourable .  peace,  and  although  every 
man  knew  that  the  loan  neceffary  for  the  firft  year  of  a  war, 
might  be  eafily  raifed,  infinite  difficulties  might  attend  the 
^aifing  the  loan  wanted  for  future  years  to  carry  on  the  war, 
and  few  wars  were  ever  ended  in  one  year  ;  but  moft  of  them, 
as  hlftory  proved,  had  continued  fix  or  feven  years,  apd  fome-» 
times  longer.  He  recolleSed,  that  Cardinal  Fleury,  who  was 
engaged  in  a  war,  which  he  did  not  himfelf  wifli,  had  faid, 
that  *f  the  laft  half  crown  would  carry  it."  So  would  it  be 
with  us  ;  and  he  heartily  wiftied  the  laft  half  crown,  whenever 
we  were  engaged  in  a  war,  might  remain  in  our  pockets  ;  but 

))C  did  not  think  the  prefent  bill  the  means  of  infuring  it.    In 

3X2 
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faft,  it  reminded  him  of  an  aft  of  one  of  the  proudefl  monarchs 
that  ever  reigned  in  modern  times ;  he  meant  Louis  the  Four- 
teenth, who,  in  the  career  of  conqueft,  and  drunH  with  the 
luft  of  ambition,  being  attacked  by  the  irrefiftible  influence  of 
female  perfuafion,  to  make  a  will  in  favour  of  thofe  who  were 
termed  the  illegitimate  Princes,  could  not  refift,  but  faw  the 
folly- of  what  he  had  done,  and  faid,  "  I  have  fpent  the  day  in 
"  moft  laborious  and  important  work,  but  although  I  have  ex- 
**  ecuted  it  with  all  the  great  folemnities  the  occafion  required, 
'*  I  am  confcious  that  tlie  work  itfelf  will  not  fubfift  half  an 
"  hour  after  I  am  dead." 

Lord  MULGRAVE  defended  Minifters  from  the  attack? 
that  had  been  made  on  them  by  the  noble  Vifcount,  and  other 
noble  Lords  who  had  fpoken  againft  the  claufes.  His  Lord- 
fliip  faid,  if  ever  people  had  aright  to  record  their  experience, 
the  prefent  Minifters  had  at  this  time  that  right.  Let  the 
Houfe  recoUeft  the  circumftances  under  which  the  government 
of  the  country  came  into  their  hands.  Let  them  remember  the; 
exhaufted  refources,  the  heavy  burdens  fuftained  by  the  people, 
and  the  enormous  debt !  They  had  condufted  the  country 
through  all  its  difficulties,  and  the  face  of  affairs  had  aiTumed  4 
profperous  fhape  in  their  hands.  They  had  jprovided  an  effec- 
tual fyftem  for  the  diminution  of  the  national  debt.  Increaf- 
ing  profperity'had  enabled  then^  to  carry  the  principle  of  that 
fyftem  farther  than  any  n^an,  a  few  years  ago,  thought  it  could 
be  carried,  and  they  were  laying  down  principles  for  future 
times,  which  would  operate  as  a  warning  at  leaft,  and  could 
not  be  wantonly  pafled  over,  of  trampled  under  feet.  Such 
condu£^  he  thought  praifeworthy  ai^d  wife.  The  prefent  Mi- 
nifters had  4  right  to  draw  the  line,  ?ind  fo  far  bind  future  Go-? 
yernments  from  incurring  the  danger  from  an  enormoufly  accu- 
mulated debt,  that  had  been  brought  o?i  the  country  by  others, 
but  which  it  had  been  their  good  fortune,  from  prudence  and 
ability,  to  furmount.  What  was  it  but  enabling  future  Mini- 
fters to  fay  to  the  people,  **  You  may  have  war  if  you  chufcf 
it,  but  if  you  will  have  war,  you  muft  pay  for  it  ?"  Qouid  any 
time,  his  Lordfhip  afked,  be  more  proper  for  fuch  a  meafure 
than  the  prefent  moment,  when  the  country  was  emerging  from 
diftrefe  ?  The  countryi  he  was  perfuaded,  would  not  be  cUr. 
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morousfor  war^  when  Minifters  could  fay,  **  If  you  will  have 
**  war,  it  is  you  who  are  to  pay  for  it,  and  not  pofterity." 

The  Earl  of  Lauderdale's  amendment  was  rejefted,  and  th© 
bill  paflTed  the  Committee. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday i  nth  June^ 

Seventy  public  bills,  and  forty-fix  private  bills,  received  thf 
Royal  aflenty  by  virtue  of  a  commiflion  under  the  Great  Seal. 

Lord  RAWpON  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  which  was 
for  the  commitment  of  the  Debtor.and  Creditor  bill. 

,  Lord  KEN  YON,  after  admitting  the  neceffity  of  fome  mea- 
fure  being  adopted  to  regulate  the  laws  relative  to  debtor  and 
creditor,  and  exprefling  a  hope  that  fome  fucb  meafure  fliould 
hereafter  be  brought  forward,  when  there  fhall  be  time  to  con* 
ilder  it  duly,  exprelfed  his  apprehenfions  that  it  was  much  too 
late  in  the  feflion  toenter.into  it  at  prefent.  He  moved.  That 
the  Committee  be  poftponed  for  a  fortnight. 

Lord  RAWDON  explained  the  reafon  Why  he  brought  thi$ 
fubjed  forward  at  the  prefent  time.  He  obfeived,  that  caHy 
in  the  prefent  feflion  he  had  mentioned  the  matter,  and  the  ne* 
ceflity  of  coming  to  a  decifive  meafure  was  then  generally  un- 
derftood.  He  had  known  of  a  Committee  of  the  other  Houfe 
being  appointed  to  examine  into  the  praftice  and  effeft  of  im- 
prifonment  for  debt.  Much  time  was  unavoidably  taken  up  in 
the  progrefs  of  that  inquiry,  and  very  lately  the  honourable 
gentleman,  who  had  taken  fuch  laudable  pains  on  that  fubje6iy 
hac}  found  that  it  would  be  impoflible  for  bim  to  come  forward 
with  a  plan  of  permanent  regulation  in  the  prefent  feiSon.  He 
therefore  came  forward,  not  to  fupply  the  whole  of  that  defeS> 
but  to  endeavour  to  make  a  temporary  regulation, '  leaving  the 
great  queilion  to  be  fully  difcufled  hereafter.  Under  this  im- 
preilion  he  had  given  notice  of,  and,  as  expedttiouily  as  he 
could|  he  had  afterwards  framed  the  prefent  bill ;  the  nature  of 
which,  tKeir  Lordihips  would  fee,  was  as  ^nxioufly  to  guard 
againft  the  fraudulent  debtor,  as  to  extend  relief  to  the  unfor- 
tunate. Here  his  Lordihip  enumerated  the  feveral  cafes  of 
hard(hip  adually  felt,  and  hinte4  at  what  pollibly  might  be  felt 
flTQxn  imprifohqie^t  for  debt|  bot))  by  debtor  and  creditor.    His^ 
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objeA  was,  to  do  juftice  between  both  ;  to  compel  a  debtor  to 
give  up  all  he  cither  adually  did  poiTefs,  or  had  any  profpeft  of 
poiTeffing;  but  to  prevent,  that,  under  fuch  circumftances, 
any  unfortunate  man,  thus  giving  up  all  he  had,  or  pofTibly 
could  have,  fhould,  from  the  whim  or  caprice  of  the  individual 
who  might  be  his  creditor,  remain  in  jail  for  life.  That  no 
man,  to  gratify  a  perverfe  temper,  on  the  one  hand,  fliould 
have  it  in  his  power  to  keep  his  fellow-creature  in  prifon  merely 
on  chufing  to  pay  him  fourpence  a  day  ;  or,  on  the  other,  that 
no  man  fhould  go  to  prifon  for  a  debt,  and,  to  the  injury  of 
his  creditor,  revel  in  luxury  upon  that  property  which  ought 
to  be  given  up  to  his  creditors.  The  principle  of  the  bill  in 
queftion  was,  to  give  the  Judges  a  power  to  compel  the  parties 
to  do  juftice  to  each  other. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  admitted  the  juftice  of  tho 
fcntimentsof  the  noble  Lord,  complimented  him  on  his  huma- 
nity, and  admitted  the  deficiency  of  the  laws  of  imprifonment 
for  debt.  Even  the  bankrupt  laws,  which  were  to  fupply  the 
deficiency  of  all  others  with  refpeft  to  the  creditor'^  right  to  a 
diftributive  fliare  of  his  debtor's  eiFedls,  were  themfelves  very 
defective.  He  had  fat  in  a  Court  for  fourteen  years,  where 
all  the  affairs  of  the  bankrupts  in  this  kingdom  were  decided, 
and  he  found  that  in  almoft  dll  of  thofe  that  were  contefted, 
and  where  there  were  diftioneft  tranfaftions,  the  fraud  lay  be- 
tween the  bankrupt  and  fome  or  more  creditors  of  his,  to  th« 
deftruftion  of  the  fair  claims  of  the  other  creditors.  This  was 
an  evH  which  experience  taught  us,  that  the  bankrupt  laws  arc 
not  perfeft.  This  bill  appeared  to  him  to  have  all  the  defe£ls 
of  the  bankrupt  laws,  without  the  advantage  which  they  gave 
for  inquiry  into  the  affairs  of  an  infolvent  debtor.  This  bill 
did  not  allow  time  for  that  inquiry,  and  in  the  nature  of  it  al- 
together, that  inquiry,  to  any  efFeft,  would  be  impoftible.  It 
occurred,  indeed^  to  him  that  the  whole  queftion  ought  to  be 
decided,  and  fomething  definite  fhould  be  agreed  on,  on  thi^ 
fubjeft  ;  and  he  could  not  help  obferving  that  the  reafon  that 
operated  in  the  mind  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had 
moved  for  a  Committee  in  the  other  Houfe  to  poftpone  the 
fiibjeft  for  the  prefent  feffion,  applied  with  at  leaft  equal  force 
to  the  prefent  bill.  He  allowed,  indeed,  that  fomething  fhould 
■5  done  on  this  fubjeil.  He  coafeffed,  he  thought  that  if 
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.bonds  for  the  payment  of  money,  fecurities  in  the  funds,  and 
all  that  fort  of  property  that  a  Sheriff  could  not  levy  upon,  under 
a  writ  of  Fieri  Facias^  and  was  generally  called  in  fubftance 
property,  would  be  made  fubje£t  to  the  payment  of  a  prifoner's 
debts,  the  law  in  that  refped  would  be  improved,  and  he 
thought  that  where  that  couldvbe  made'out  fairly,  fuch  a  pri- 
foner  would  be  entitled  to  his  difcharge.  But  the  difficulty  was 
to  fix  and  define  the  manner  in  which  a  debtor's  property  was 
to  be  fubjected  to  the  payment  of  his  debts ;  and  even  in  this 
point  of  view,  there  ought,  in  his  mind,  to  be  a.diftinflioa 
made  between  one  fort  of  debt  and  another.  For  inftance, 
where  a  debt  might  arife  out  of  a  verdi(^  for  fcandal,  or  a  ver- 
did  for  adultery,  or  for  any  one  of  thofe  immoral  deeds,  for 
which  a  man  forfeits  the  claim  h#  otherwife  would  have  on  the 
companion  of  his  fellow  creatures,  there  fhould  be  no  bill  to 
relieve  fuch  a  perfon.  In  fraudulent  tranfa£lions  too,  when 
men  get  into  debt,  without  the  lead  chance,  profped,  or  per- 
haps intention,  to  pay,  no  man  would  fay  that  fuch  a  defendant 
could  be  entitled  to  favour,  in  the  view  of  a  fair,  honourable, 
impartial  by  (lander,  judging,  without  prejudice,  between  plain* 
tiff  and  defendant.  However,  a  great  deal  of  difcuffion  would^ 
belong  to  thefe  things  at  a  future  day,  and  it  was  impoflible  to 
enter  into  them  at  prefent ;  he  therefore  trufted  that,  under  all 
the  circumftances  of  this  bill,  the  noble  Lord  would  not  perfift 
in  preiling  it  forward,  particularly  as  there  was  not  the  leaft 
probability  of  fuccefs  in  the  prefent  feflion,  as  it  would  have 
another  Houfe  to  go  through,  if  their  Lordlhips  were  to  agree 
to.it. 

Lord  RADNOR  moved,  that  the  bill  for  explaining  certain 
a£ts  relative  to  the  pafling  of  feamen  and  foldiers,  be  read  a  third 
time. 

Lord  SANDYS  obje6led  to  the  bill,  as  repealing  an  zQi  of 
the  prefent  feffion. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  if  the  bill  were  agreed 
to,  it  would  form  a  precedent  for  fubjefting  the  Houfe  to  the 
greateft  inconvenience,  inafmuch  as  it  would  tend  to  prevent 
any  bufinefs  being  clofed,  and  leave  thofe  perfons  at  liberty, 
who  objeSed  to  an  a£t,  to  endeavour  by  a  new  bill,  tp  repeal 
it  in  the  fame  feflion,  which,  in  fts  turn  might  aICo  have  another 
liill  pr^fe|)ted  for  it$  repeal. 
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The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  rgcd  the  ncceffity  of  the  bill, 
in  order  to  corre£l  the  grofs  injuftice  of  a  claufe  pafled  inad* 
vertently  in  the  prefent  fe(fion  ;  a  claufe  which  absolutely  went 
to  puniffa,  as  vagrants,  every  failor  or  foldier  who  might  un- 
fortunately be  fliipwrecked  on  the  coaft*  An  zSt  of  fuch  in- 
juftice and  cruelty,  if  pafled  but  a  fingle  hour,  he  Oiould  not 
think  a  good  reafon  againft  a  bill  for  its  corre&ion* 

Lord  RAWDON  faid,  that  in  point  of  form,  he  admitted 
the  full  force  of  the  arguments  which  had  been  advanced  againft 
the  bill  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  but 
even  though  the  inconvenience  to  which  the  Houfe  might  be 
fubje^ked,  by  the  precedent  created  by  the  bill  before  them, 
fhould  be  ten  times  greater  than  ftated,  he  would  rather  give 
his  vote  in  its  favour,  and  fiJbjeft  the  Houfe  to  thofe  inconve- 
niences, than  by  withholding  his  vote  render  one  foldier  or 
&iIor  who  might  be  fliipwrecked  on  our  coaft,  liable  to  the 
grofs  injuftice  and  cruelty  of  being  puniftied.  as  a  vagrant. 

The  queftion  being  put  for  the  engrofling  of  the  bill,  their 
Lordfliips  divided. 

Contents  —  8 

Non  Contents    —  8 

The  numbers  being  equal,  the  Lord  Chancellor  gave  his  caft- 
ing  vote  againi(  the  bill. 

On  reading  the  order  of  the  day  for  taking  into  farther  confl- 
deration  the  New  Foreftbill, 

Lord  PORCHESTER  prefented  a  petition  on  behalf  of 
fundry  owners  of  land  in  the  New  Foreft,  ftating  that  they  had 
not  had  any -notice  of  Parliament  proceeding  in  this  bill.  That 
it  will  moft  materially  afFe£l  their  rights  if  paflfed  into  a  law, 
and  praying  to  be  heard  by  Counfel  againft  it,  and  to  be  al- 
lowed to  adduce  evidence  at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  allowed,  that  when  any  parties,  who 
were  to  be  afFeAed  by  any  bill,  complained  of  its  operation, 
and  offered  to  give  evidence  of  the  tendency  of  fuch  a  meafure 
being  injurious  to  their  rights,  fuch  parties  ought  to  be  heard. 
Upon  that  principle  he  fhould  aflent  to  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion, whatever  opinion  he  might  entertain  of  the  merits  of  the 
cafe,  or  of  what  he  thought  would  appear  in  detail  on  the  fub- 
jeft.  The  principle  of  the  bill  he  ftill  adhered  to,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  petition  ia  queftion  made  but  a  flender  psurt  of 
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the  real  fubjeA  before  Parliament ;  and  he  WiflieiJ  it  to  be  ob* 
fervedy  that  fometbing  of  the  nature  of  this  bill  muft  be  renewed 
in  the  next  feflion. 

Lord  PORCHESTER  made  fome  farcaftic  obfervations  on 
the  fudden  difcovery  of  the  noble  Secretary  of  State — that  men 
complaining  of  their  rights  being  violated,  had  a  right  of  be- 
ing heard.  That  obfervation  being  made  before,  had  not  the 
power  of  convincing  him,  as  it  did  at  prefent.  His  Lordihip 
then  enumerated  the  petitioners.  He  allowed,  that  foreffa; 
ought  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fervice  of  the  Royal  navy ;  be- 
caufe  he  was  afraid  we  could  not  depend  on  any  other  mode  of 
cultivating  timber  ;  but  he  was  perfuaded  that  the  prefbntmode 
would  not  anfwer  the  purpofe. 

The  queilioh  was  then  put ;  and  it  was  ordered,  that  the 
farther  confideration  of  this  bill  fhould  be  pqftponed  to  thi» 
day  three  months. 

On  reading  the  order  of  the  day,  which  was  for  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill  to  remove  doubts  refpedting  the  rights  and 
fundions  of  Juries  in  criminal  cafes, 

EarlBATHURST  faid,  that  from  what  had  paffed  upon 
this  bill,  he  could  not  exped:  their  Lordfliips  to  be  of  his  opi- 
nion ;  but  he  could  not  fuiFer  a  bill  which  took  away  tlie  rights 
of  Judges  fo  completely  as  this  did,  to  pafs,  without  deliver- 
ing his  {bntiments  upon  it.  In  order  that  thofe  of  our  pofte- 
rity,  who  might  think  it  worth  while  to  refer  to  the  memory 
of  his  name,  or  to  his  character  or  opinion,  might  really  under- 
ftand  his  fentiments,  he  begged  leave  to  fay  that  he  protefted 
agaihft  this  bill,  and  was  decidedly  againft  its  form  and  prin- 
ciple. 

The  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  pafled. 

PROTEST  againft  paffing  of  the  Bill  «  To  remove  doubtt 
rcfpeAlngthe  Funftions  of  Juries  in  CafeS  of  Libel." 

I^iTentient, 

f  ft,  Beeaufe  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  bill,  contrary  to  the 
determination  of  the  Judjges  and  the  unvaried  praftico  of  age^, 
fubverts  a  fundamental  and  important  principle  of  Englifh  ju- 
rifprudence,  which,  leaving  to  the  jury  the  trial  of  the'faft, 
teferves  to  the  Court  tbc  dccifiba  of  the  law.    It  wastrulv  laid 
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by  Lord  Hardwicke,  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  that  if 
ever  thefe  came  to  be  Confounded,  it  would  prove  the  confu- 
fion  and  deftruftion  of  the  law  of  England. 

2dly,  Becaufe  juries  can  in  no  cafe  decide,  whether  a  matter 
of  record  be  fufficient  upon  which  to  found  judgement.  The 
bill  admits  the  criminality  of  the  writing  fet  forth  in  the  in- 
difkment,  or  information,  to  be  matter  of  law  whereupon 
judgement  may  be  arrefted,  notwithdanding  the  jury  had  found 
the  defendant  guilty.  This  (hews  that  the  queftion  is  upon  the 
record,  and  dillinftly  feparated  from  the  province  of  the  jury, 
wJiich  is  only  to  try  fa£ls. 

3dly,  Becaufe,  by  confining  the  rule  to  an  indiftmcnt,  or 
information,  for  a  libel,  it  is  admitted  that  it  does  not  apply 
to  the  trial  of  a  general  iflhe,  in  an  adion  for  the  fame  libel. 
Of  any  fort  of  a6llon,  or  any  other  fort  of  indidlment,  or  in- 
formation :  but  as  the  fame  principle  and  the  fame  rule  mud 
apply  to  all  general  iiTues,  or  to  none,  the  rule  as  declared  by 
the  bill  is  abfolutely  erroneous. 

THURLOW,  C. 

BATHURST. 

KENYON. 

ABINGDON. 

WALSINGHAM. 

JOHN  BANGOR. 

Tuefday^  1 7  th  June. 

The  Houfe,  upon  the  motion  of  Lord  Grenville,  refblved 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Weftminfter  Police  bill,  Lord  Cath- 
cart  in  the  chair. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  objeSed  to  the  bill,  and  thought 
that  when  the  importance  of  its  nature  and  tendency  was  con- 
fidered,  it  was  impoffible  that  any  body  could  wifli  to  have  it 
pafled  through  the  Houfe  in  a  hurry,  and  at  this  late  period  of 
the  feffion,  when  he  underftood  they  were  within  two  days  of 
the  prorogation.  If  the  immediate  neceflity  for  fuch  a  bill 
could  be  pointed  out,  he  would  be  the  firft  to  Aipport  it,  but 
that  he  gould  not  fee.  He  was  perfeftly  aware  of  the  prefent 
mode  of  conducing  the  Offices  of  Police  in  Weftminfter,  and 
the  profits  ariUng  to  thofe  who  were  employed  as  Juftices  in 
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one  OfBce.  He  knew  that  the  fines  from  forfeited  recogni- 
ances  amounted  to  800J.  in  one  year.  He  thought  the  Police 
of  Weftminfter  might  be  on  the  fame  footing  with  other  parts 
of  the  country,  where  the  refpeft  which  attended  the  character 
and  name  of  a  Juftice  of  Peace,  and  the  influence  he  had  in  the 
country  about  him,  was  very  confiderable.  In  confequenceof 
this  circumftance  it  had  always  been  a  fituation  that  gentlemen 
had  a£ted  in  without  falary,  and  were  happy  to  have  it  in  their 
power  to  do  that  good  which  their  commiffion  gave  themi  In- 
ilead  of  appointing  additional  Juftices  in  this  way,  the  prefent 
bill  went  to  appoint  twenty-one  infpeftors  of  the  Police,  at 
400I.  per  annum.  He  entered  into  a  hiftory  of  the  Bow-ftreet 
OflSce,  fince  its  inftitution,  and  noticed  the  Rotation  Offices 
which  had  fince  been  opened,  and  which  he  wifhed  to  be  fup- 
prefled,  becaufe  the  impropriety  of  their  proceedings  in  many 
refpefits  put  them  in  a  very  bad  point  of  view  from  their  rival- 
fhip  to  obtain  bufinefs  merely  for  the  emoluments  ;  and  though 
Jie  was  averfe  to  go  into  any  detail  of  their  proceedings,    he 

-  would  not  hefitate  to  call  them  rival  fliops.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion that  fome  fcheme  might  be  thought  of  that  would  atifwer 
all  the  purpofes,  and  not  be  attended  with  any  of  the  bad  efFeSs 
which  he  dreaded  from  that  bill.  Tradefmen  of  charadler 
might  be  found  tfiat  would  accept  the  Office  of  Juftices  in  a 
^iftria  of  feveral  ftreets  in  their  neighbourhood.  They  would 
know  the  parties  in  any  difturbances  that  might  arife  within 
that  diftrift,  and  would  always  be  reforted  to.  This  they  could 
do  without  materially  affe&ing  their  other  employments,  and 
would  completely  do  away  the  trading  Juftices.  He  noticed 
the  long  fpace  of  time  which  had  elapfed,   without  a  commif- 

^fion  for  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  .the  county  being  made  out,  and 
fubmitted  it  to  their  Lordlhips,  whether  a  perfon  of  high  rank 
and  charafter  might  not  be  found  to  accept  that  Office,  and  do 
the  duties  of  it,  in  which  cafe  he  thought  the  bef^  way  would 
be  to  poftpone  the  prefent  bill  till  next  feffion,  and  try  whether 
a  fufficient  reform  might  not  be  made,  to  rendet  it  unnecef- 
fary.  Inhere  was  one  claufe  in  it,  which  he  thought  by  far 
too  loofely  exprelfed,  wide  in  its  extent,  and  anomalous  in  the 
law  of  the  country  ;    but  trufting  that  the  bill  would  not  be 

.  preffed  on  the  Houfe  that  night,  he  referved  what  he  had  far- 
ther to  fay  on  the  fubjedl. 
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Lord  SYDNEY  replied,  and  thought  the  bill  {hould  be 
paflTed  as  foon  as  poflible ;  the  dgily  affaults  and  robberies  in 
the  ftreets,  which  their  Lordfhips  were  no  ftrangers  to,  pointed 
out  the  neceflity  of  it.  It  had  been  his  lot  to  have  many  fchemes 
of  the  fame  kind  propofed  to  hire,  and  they  had  generally  been 
put  off  upon  the  idea  of  waiting  another  year,  and  trying  the 
etkA  of  fuch  reitiedies,  as  idould  be  applied  confident  with  the 
prefent  laws —  thofe  had  always  proved  ineffectual,  and  there- 
fore the  fooner  that  the  bill  pafTed  the  better,  any  alterations 
or  amendments  of  it  that  feemed  neceflary  could  afterwards  be 
made. 

Lord  RAWDON  was  of  opinion  that  fomc  provifion  fhould 
be  made  for  a  more  efFedual  police  than  we  had  at  prefent  in 
the  metropolis,  but  was  convinced  that  at  this  late  period  of 
the  feflion  it  was  not  prudent  to  conclude  upon  a  mcifure  of 
fo  much  importance.  He  ^bferved  that  this  objeftion  was 
thought  fully  fufficient  by  the  Houfe  yefterday,  when  he  uiiged 
the  progrefs  of  a  bill  of  as  much  importance  as  this,  a  fobjeft 
which  he  would  fay  deferved  the  moft  fcrious  attention  of  Par- 
liament ;  he  meant  the  law  between  debtor  and  creditor ;  law 
he  could  not  properly  call  it,  but  it  was  a  practice  which  he 
Could  only  defcribe  by  faying  it  was  a  pcrverfion  of  law,  to 
the  great  grievance  of  the  fubjeft.  He  objeded  to  this  bill 
thus  generally  upon  the  latenefs  of  the  feflion.  There  was 
another  objedlion,  and  a  particular  one,  to  a  claufe  in  this  btH, 
fuppofing  the  reft  to  be  right,  upon  a  general  principle.  He. 
meant  the  cbiufe  which  authorifed  the  taking  up  of  any  reputed 
thief.  He  wiihed  to  know  how  that  was  to  be  defined  ;  the 
term  was  much  too  loofe  and  indefinite,  and  their  Lordfliips 
would,  if  they  agreed  to  this  claufe,* reft  the  chara6ter  of  every 
inhabitant  of  this  metropolis  on  the  opinion  of  a  conftable ; 
and  men  might  be  frequently  difturbed  in  the  purfuit  of  bufi- 
nefs  of  the  moft  eflential  importance  at  the  will  and  whim  of  a 
petty  runner  of  a  Rotation  Office. 

Lord  LOUGHBOROUGH  protefted  agaipft  thf  principle 
of  extending  this  bill  to  any  part  of  the  kingdorti  but  the  me- 
tropolis. He  faw  a  great  neceflity  for  a  much  more  vigorous 
and  efFeSive  police  than  we  had  at  prefent  in  Weftminfter^r— 
He  approved  in  general  of  the  plan^of  the  prefent  bill,  fuppofing 
that  a  ftipendiary  fyftcm  of  Ma^iftracy  was  unavoidably  neceC* 
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fery.  This,  however,  he  doubted,  and  he  thought,  that  after 
hearing  all  that  could  be  urged  on  the  fubjed,  the  officers  of 
the  Crown  might  deliberate  in  the  recefs,  and  at  the  op'ening 
of  the  next  feffion  be  prepared  with  a  plan,  which  would  adroit 
.of  a  liberal,  honourable,  independent,  gratuitous  fyftem  of 
Magiftracy.  However,  if  their  Lordftiips  defpaired  of  fuccefs 
upon  that  view,  -he  faw  much  propriety  in  many  of  the  provi- 
Cons  of  the  prefcnt  bill.  The  bill  being  generally  a  good  one, 
fuppofing  a  ftipendiary  fyftem  an  unavoidable  one,  he  would 
not  diffent  from  it,  if  it  could  be  proved  to  be  the  only  pra6lical 
improvement  of  the  police  ;  but  the  queftion  feemed  to  him 
now  to  be  confidercd,  was.  Whether  this  fyftem,  on  the  face 
of  it,  bore  fuch  evident  marks  of  utility,  as  to  rerider  farther 
inveftigation  of  the  fubjeft  unnecelTary,  and  to  juftify  their 
Lordfliips  in  adopting  it  at  the  prefent  feafon  ? 

Lord  KENYON  faw  great  difference  between  this  bill  and 
that  refpefting  debtor  and  creditor  poftponed  yefterday.   Thctt, 
indeed,  although  brought  in  from  the  beft  intentions,  from  the 
rooft  honourable  feelings,  and  humane  motives,  appeared  to 
him,  in  its  prefent  form,  to  be  wholly  inadequate  to  its  objeft. 
But  the  prefent  meafure  appeared  of  a  different  nature  to  his 
mind,  and  he  was  ready  to  acknowledge,  that  for  Weltminfter, 
and  thofe  parts  for  which  the  bill  provided,  there  feemed  to  him 
to  be  an  unavoidable  neceflity  for  a  ftipendiary  fyftem  Of  Ma- 
giftracy.    He  knew  it  had  been  often  faid,  that  under  certain 
regulations,  gentlemen  of  independent  fortune  might  aft  for 
the  metropolis  in  the  charafter  of  Magiftrates,  as  they  did,  fo 
much  to  their  own  honour,  and  fo  tnuch  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Public,  gratuitoufly  ;  but  he  muft  confefs  he  was  tired  of 
cxpefting  it.     Many  attempts   had  been  made  to  that  effeft, 
but  none  of  them  had  fucceeded.     It  appeared,  therefore,  that 
there  was  a  neceflity  for  fome  ftipendiary  fyftem  ;  the  queftion 
then  was,  whether  this  was  a  proper  fyftem  ?  and  in  that  view 
he  was  ©f  opinion  there  was  much  utility  in  it.    As  to  the 
claufe  empowering  conftables  to  take  up  reputed  thieves,  he 
faw  nothing  againft  the  liberty  of  the  fubjeft  in  it.     The  con- 
ftable  could  not  acS  ad  arbitrium.     By  -this  claufe  witnefles  were 
to  be  examined ;    and  if  a  pcrfon  thus  taken  up  could  give  a 
good  account  of  himfelf,  he  would  be  entitled  to  his  difcharge ; 
and  if  Magiftrate  and  conftable  ft6ted  fo  as  to  opf>ref6  any  in* 
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dividual,  they  would  be  fubjefl:  to  an  a£lion.  The  principle 
of  this  claufe  was  not  new.  Here  his  Lordlhip  took  notice  of 
many  a£ls  of  Parliameiit  from  Magna  Charta^  and  another  aft 
which  might  be  called  a  New  Magna  Charta,  and  perhaps  a 
greater  blefling  to  the  fubjeft  than  the  old  one — ^he  meant  the 
Habeas  Corpus  aA.  Even  in  this  aft  a  difference  wa^  made 
between  perfons  of  good  reputation  and  fufpicious  perfons.  It 
was  not  altogether  new  in  praftice  in  this  metropolis,  for  he 
believed  that  the  watchmen  of  St.  George's  parifli  had  a  prac- 
tice fomething  (imilar  to  the  fpirit  of  this  claufe,  and  many  ac- 
tions had  come  before  him  upon  that  praftice,  and  the  jury  had 
manifefted  their  regard  for  good  order,  and  had  protefted  thefe 
watchmen  in  cafes  where  they  had  only  enforced  the  law,  and 
had  given  damages  where  there  appeared  to  be  any  violation  of 
the  principles  of  juftice,  in  the  taking  up  or  detaining  indivi- 
duals. He  thought  this,  like  other  human  labours,  imperfeft; 
but  he  thought  its  merits  much  greater  than  its  defefts,  and 
therefore  he  was  bound  in  juftice  to  fupport  it.  The  defefts 
might  be  amended  after  they  were  clearly  feen,  as  the  whole 
was  only  a  matter  of  experimei^t^  He  thought  the  fyftem  al- 
together fucb  as  was  entitled  to  their  Lordftips'  confidence. 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  was  convinced  of  the  neceffity  gf 
amending  the  ftate  of  the  Police  of  Weftminfter  ;  the  increafc 
of  houfes,  and  of  the  number  of  inhabitants  required  it.  Per- 
haps indeed  the  Police  was  fo  defeftive  that  an  amendment 
would  not  be  adequate,  and  that  an  entire  new  conftitution 
fhould  be  made,  fimilar  perhaps  to  that  of  the  city  of  London. 
However  he  had  no  fpecific  objeftion  to  this  4s  a  matter  of 
{experiment. 

Lord  SYDNEY  doubted  whether  altogether  the  Police  pf 
the  city  of  London  deferved  to  be  confidered  as  a  fyftem  for 
imitation.  There  were  in  the  city  houfes  as  bad  receptacles, 
as  infamous,  as  any  in  the  county  of  Middlefex. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  entered  at  large  into  the  pierits  of  the 
bill,  and  approved  of  it  as  being,  in  his  opjriion,  the  beft  fyf- 
tem of  police  that  had  been  yet  offered.  He  took  notice  of  the 
defeft  of  the  prefent  fyftem  (which  for  the  laft  two  years  he 
had  the  pain  to  obferve  as  Secretary  of  State)  and  noticed  fome 
late  fliameful  proceedings;  the  whole  tending  to  convince  him 
pf  the  neceffity  of  the  prefent  meafurc.    He  made  his  ackno^- 
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ledgcments  for  the  liberal  manner  in  which  the  whole  of  the 
fubjeft  had  been  treated  by  all  parties.  He  hoped  that  the  late- 
nefs  of  the  feflion  would  be  no  objedlion  to  this  meafure  paff- 
ing.  Rather  than  that  {hould  be  an  impediment,  he^  for  onc^ 
would  confent  that  it  (hould  be  continued  for  the  fole  purpofo 
of  difcuffing  this  fubjeft,  if  noble  Lords  thought  that  it  ought 
to  be  ftill  morefuUy  difcuffed.  It  was  to  be  remembered  that 
this  was  only  a  matter  of  experiment,  and  that,  properly  fpeak- 
ing,  this  was  not  a  bill  to  remedy  all  the  dtfefts  of  the  Police 
of  tljis  metropolis,  but  a  meafure  calculated  to  afford  means  to 
difcover  what  will  be  the  beft  mode  of  forming  a  Police  that 
will  be  as  near  perfection  as  the  infirmity  of  human  fenfe  can 
admit.  It  was  a  meafure  adapted  t6  the  purpofe  of  making  us 
wife  by  experience,  and  he  hoped  that  in  that  view  it  would  ap- 
pear to  merit  the  confidence  ot  that  Houfe. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  approved  of  the  claufe, 
empowering  conftables  to  take  up  notorious  thieves.  It  was 
not  new  in  the  principle  of  the  law;  It  was  known  even  be- 
fore our  ftatute  law.  In  the  earlieft  times  perfons  of  fufpi- 
cious  appearance  were  taken  up,  and  kept  in  cuilody  until 
they  either  explained  their  charafter  and  way  of  life,  or  gave 
fecurity  for  their  good  behaviour  towards  the  Public.  This 
was  a  right  that  the  peaceable  part  of  the  community  had  to 
fupport.  To  quiet  the  alarm  of  the  peaceable  citizen,  to  re- 
move his  apprehenfion  of  danger,  either  to  his  perfon  or  to  his 
property,  was  what  he  had  a  right  to  expeft  from  the  law  ;  and 
a  perfon,  who  from  his  general  charafter,  his  habits,  his  ap- 
pearance, and  all  the  circumftances  attending  him,  infpired 
the  peaceable  fubjedls  with  reafonable  apprehenfion  of  danger, 
ihould  be  called  upon  to  remove  the  caufe  of  that  apprehen- 
fion ;  this  was  the  principle  of  this  claufe,  and  he  felt  himfelf 
prepared  to  aflent  to  it.  There  appeared  to  him  no  difficulty 
in  the  cafe,  nor  did  it  lead  to  any  probability  of  hardfhip.  It 
was  not  enough  for  a  perfon  to  be  a  thief,  but  he  mufl  be  a 
perfon  within  three  diftinft  points  of  defcription  combined. — 
He  muft  firfl  be  a  reputed  thief  fa  term  exceedingly  well  known 
at  Bow-ftrect).  He  muft  be  feen  in  a  certain  condition  in  pub- 
lic, and  from  his  pofture  and  conduft,  known  to  be  intent  on 
committing  felony ;  and  he  muft,  when  taken  up,  be  unable 
to  give  a  good  account  of  himfelf »  a  clafs  of  citisenfhip  that 
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fairly  brought  him  under  the  meaning  of  what  the  Legiflature 
had  repeatedly  denominated,  and  what  the  17th  of  Geo.  II. 
which  was  nearly  a  compendium  of  all  the  reft,  called  a  rogue 
and  vagabond.  This  claufe  dealt  with  this  perfon  as  a  rogue 
and  vagabond,  and  had  his  full  aflent.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
mainder of  the  bill,  he  could  not  approve  of  it  altogether;  he 
rather  thought  the  old  fyftem  with,  perhaps,  a  lit  tie  regulation , 
might  be  better  than  this  plan. 

The  Earl  of  Aylesforcl  and  Lord  King  fupported  the  bill, 
which  was  then  committed  and  pafled  the  Committee,  and  the 
report  was  prdered  to  be  received  to-morrow. 

Wednejdoyy   I'T^thyune. 

Counfel  was  heard  on  the  Briftol  Jail  bill,  and  being  with- 
drawn, the  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  pafled. 

Tlic  Weftminfter  Police  bill  was,  according  to  ordjer,  read 
a  third  time  and  pafled.     The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Hiurfday^  i^th  June. 

-Lord  GRENVILLE  moved,  "  That  ^n  humble  addrefsbe 
"  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  praying  that  he  will  be  gracioufly 
**  pleafed  to  give  direftions  that  fuch  improvement  may  be 
**  made  in  this  Houfe  as  fhall  appear  to  be  requifite  for  the 
**  convenience  and  accommodation  of  the  Members  thereof." 
Ordered.  •  The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Friday^  i^th  Jun^. 

His  Majefty  came  to  the  Houfe,/  and  being  feated  on  the 
throne,  the  Gentleman  Ulher  of  the  Black  Rod  went  to  the 
Commons  to  demand  their  immediate  attendance,  and  being 
rfeturned  with  the  Speaker  and  Commons  to  the  bar,  the 
Speaker  addrelied  His  Majefty  inafpeech.  [For  which  fee  the* 
proceedings  of  the  Commons  on  the  laft  day  of  the  fefEon.] 

Theo  the  Royal  aflent  was  pronounced  to  the  National  Debt 
bill,  and  to  feventeen  other  bills. 

After  which  His  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  make  a  moft*gra- 
cious  fpeech  to  both  Houfes  of  Parliament.  [For  which,  fee 
the  Proceedings  of  the  Commons  on  the  laft  day  of  the  leffion.} 

Then  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  His  Majefty's  commandi 
prorogued  the  Parliament  to  the  30th  day  of  Auguft  next. 

END  OF  THE  THIRTY-SECOND  VOLUME. 


